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5939. By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of N-0rth Dakota State Fed-
eration of Labor protesting against raising money for the 
soldiers' bonus by a sales tax and advocating that the money be 
raised from war and excess-profit taxes ; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

5940. Also, resolution of Devils Lake Kiwanis Club protest
in er a uainst the repeal of section 416 of. the transportation act; 
to 

0

th~ Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
5941 . .Also, resolution of the DeVils Lake Business and P.ro

fessional Women's Club protesting against the repeal of section 
416 of the transportation act; to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

SENATE. 
THURSDAY, June 8, 1~. 

(Legislative day of Thursday, Aprii 20-, 1922.) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

l\fr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I suggest the absence of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names : 
.Ashurst Hale Newberry 
Ball Harris Nich1>1'son 
Borah Harrison Oddie 
Bcandegee He1:Un Overman. 
Cll.lder Jones, Wash. Page 
Clipper Kendrick' Pepper 
Caraway Ladd Pbil}ps 

g~son • i'!n~~ftte ~~s~~er 
Dial Mc€ormick Rawson 
Dillingham McCuml>er Robinson 
Fernald McNary Sheppard 
Glrrss Myers Simmons 
Gooding • Nelson Smoot 

Sl'encer 
Sntherla.nd 
Swanson 
Townsend 
Und-erwoed 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Watson, Ga. 
Watson, Ind. 
Williams 
Willis 

Mr. KENDRICK. I wish to announce· the absence of the 
Sena.tor from Nebraska [Mr. NORRIS] and the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. KEYES], who aTe engaged in a liearing 
before the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to state that the senior Sen
ator from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] is detained from the Senate 
by illness. . I desire that this statement shall stand for the 
day. 

The VICE PRESIDEl\i"T. Fifty-three S~nators have an
swered to their names. A quorum is present. 

STATEMENT BY SENATOR MYERS. 

l\Ir. OVERMAN. Mr. President, our much-esteemed colleague, 
the senior Senator from Montana [Mr. MYERs], has declined 
to be a candidate for reelection, which we all regret. He has 
issued a statement to the people of Montana. which is a matter 
of interest to Senators and to people generally. I ask that the· 
statement may be printed in the RECORD in 8-point type. 

There being no objection. the statement was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD in 8-point type, as follows : 

"During the last several weeks I have receiv-ed from Mon
tana many inquiries if I would be a candidate for reelection, 
and I feel the time to answer tl:rem has come. Many Montana 
people have urged me to be a candidate and offered their sup
port, for all of which I am deeply grateful. 

"I have given the matter careful consideration, and I have 
decided not to be a candidate. Upon the expiration of my 
term my plan is to return to Montana and to endeavor to re-. 
establish myself in the practice of law. 

"Here this announcement might appropriately end, but I 
take this occasion. to thank my friends, who have remained 
::;teaufast. Their loyalty is deeply appreciated, and I hope my 
record merits it. If not, it is not because of lack of effort on 
my part. 

"For more t:han 11 years I have tried to serve faithfully the 
people of Montana and their best interests. "During that time 
I haYe given them the best and :.11 there was in me. I have 
ewr been at their service. I have sought service, not pub
licity; results, not credit. The work has been hard and wear· 
ing, and there have been very few days, when not prevented 
by illness, when I was not at my post, working long hours. 

" In matters not political I have ever endeavored to give 
prompt, faithful, courteous attention to everything in which my 
aid was sought by any constituent-Democrat, Republican, So
cialist-those of any politics and those of none. In such ma.1-
ter, l have known no politics, factions, or past differenees, but 
baYe tried to serve all alike. It has been a pleasure to. me to 

do so. No one has appealed to me for aid in any legitimate 
matter whose appeal has been ignored. 

"In political matters I have nearly always voted with the 
majority of my party. During both of President Wilson's terms, 
with one exception, I heartily supported all of his administra
tion measures. For eight years, with one exception, I voted to 
confirm every nomination to office made by him. During the 
World War, from start to fini'Sh, I ardently supported him in 
all measures for the proseeution of the war and in preparation 
therefor. I unwaveringly followed him, as our leader, through
out that great conflict. After the cessation of hostilities I 
earnestly supported him· in his efforts to have us enter the 
~e of Nations, which I sincerely favored. 

" Since President Harcf"mg's induction into office on admin
istration mea ures upon which my party divided I have voted 
to uphold him when I thought it to- the interest of my country 
to do so, otherwise not. Generally, when I did so, I wa:s in 
cnmpany with Senator Um>ERWOOD, Democratic leader of the 
Senate. I put but three things above my party-they are the 
Constitution, my conscience, the welfare of my country and 
State. 

"Realizing the desperate plight of agriculture since the World 
War, I :have voted for every measure for the benefit of farmers 
which has come before the Senate. I have supported many 
measures for the benefit of labor. I have voted f-0r all meas
ures for the benefit of disabled former service men, for whoni 
the (i<>"vernment is uow expending $1.000,000 a day. for all of 
which I ~ted. I have voted for all measures to promote goed 
morals and clean living. 

"I have not du.ring either my first o.r second term in th-e 
Senate taken any stand or given utterance to sentiments or 
cast votes or made promises with a. view to advancing my 
politieal fortunes or procuring reelection. My only aim has 
been to do what I thought right; my only guide has been my 
conscience. I have tried always to d.o my duty, be the conse
quences what they might. I know some things I have done 
have not been popular. I have not sought popularity. I realize 
I have not pleased all. I have not tried to do s-0. However, I 
have done my best, according to my sense of duty. 

" I hope I may be succeeded by some one who will serve the 
people of Montana and of the country as dHigently and faith
fully as I have tried in my humble way to do, and who will do 
so more successfully and effectively. I hope the Democrats of 
Montana may nominate for my successor some one who may 00. 
acceptable to the party and who may be worthy of receiving the 
votes of a majority of th-e votecs of Montana. 

"When I shall return to the peop~ ot Montana the trust 
with which they have twice graciously honored me, I hope. and 
expect to do so without having brought upon it discredit by 
any act of mine. I have broken no promises. I have given 
conscientious if not valuable service. 

" I was here at my post the first day of my ftrst term, upon 
t.he convening of Congress, and I expect to be here the last 
day of my present term. Me-anUme I shall continue to serve 
my constituents as heretofore. Thereafter, to such law business 
as I may be fortunate enough to get I expect to give the same 
degree of attenti.on, diligence, and fidelity I have tried to give 
to public business. 

" In conclusion.~ I thank the good people of Montana for all 
they have done for me and thank the Democrats of Montana for 
the honors they have conferred upon me. May the blessings of 
Providenee rest upon Montana." 

MESSAGE TI«>M THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. Over
hue, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House bad passed 
the bill ( S. 831) to amend t.he proviso in paragraph 10 of sec
tion. 9 of the Federal reserve act amended by the act of June 
21, 1917, amending the Federal reserve act, with amendments, 
in which it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had passed 
the joint resolution ( S. J. Res. 7) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to designate depositaries of public moneys in. 
foreign countries and in the Territories and insular possessions 
of the United St9tes, with an amendment, in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
a bill (H. R. 9409) to amend section 5209, ReVised Statutes of 
the United States, relating to penalty for embezzlement by a 
Federal reserve officer, agent, or employee, so as to include 
national bank ex-a.miners or assistants, in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate. 

The message also announced that the House had agreed to 
the following concurrent resolutions, in which it req11ested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 
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H. Con. Iles. 36. Concurrent resolution providing for printing 
as a Hou e document 1,500 copies of the Journal of . the 
Fifty-sixth National Encampment of the Grand Army of the 
Republic; and 

H. Con. Res. 59. Concurrent resolution providing for printing 
3,000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 181, Si.xty
seventh Congress, entitled "A letter of the Alien Property Cus
todian transmitting a report showing the names of all persons 
employed by the Alien Property Custodian." 

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION FOR WORLD W AB VETERANS. 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
at this time to report back from the Committee on Finance 
the so-called soldiers' compensation bill, the bill (H. R. 10874) 
to provide adjusted compensation for veterans of the World 
War, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I shall not object for the moment, as I 

do not want to interrupt the Senator's statement. I prefer 
to let him make his statement first. 

l\lr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I only desire at this time 
to say that the committee has sought in the revision of the bill 
to meet the objections that were urged against its considera
tion and upon which it was referred back to the Committee on 
Finance some time ago. The committee have made quite an 
elaborate report, and I shall ask Senators to carefully consider 
that report, because it fully explains everything that it will 
be necessaTy to understand in the discussion of the (>ifl. 

At this time, without presenting the bundle of papers, l 
wish also to present and have referred to the Committee on 
Finance a petition containing something over one million 
names. ,It is the econd installment of a million names of 
per ons who have petitioned for the enactment of the bill into 
a law. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection the petition will 
be received and r ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. President--
Mr. McCUMBER. Will the Senator allow me to finish my 

statement first? 
l\1r. WILLIAMS. I beg the Senator's pardon. I thought he 

had finished. 
l\fr. McCUl\lBER. I shall finish in just a moment. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I merely desired to reserve the right to 

object later. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Very well. 
l\fr. Pre. ident, at some time in the very near future I hope 

to be able to lay aside for a day or two the consideration of 
the tariff bill for the purpose of considering and passing, if 
possible, the soldiers' compensation bill. 

I desire to say at this time that while the pending tariff bill 
which is tmder consideration marks the dividing line between 
Republicani m and Democracy, and in its discussion necessarily 
there must be partisanship and an attempt to take some. 
pai:tisan advantage if possible, in the soldiers' compensation 
bill we have nothing but an American bill. I hope we shall be 
able to dispose of it as an American measure in the same spirit 
that we voted for appropriations to carry on the war. 

In fixing a time to bring up the measure I shall consult with 
Members on both sides of the Chamber, because there are many 
on each side whose States are having their primaries, who must 
be absent at times, and who are desirous of being present when 
the measure is considered. I shall try to fix a date for bring
ing it up that will suit the convenience of most Senators upon 
both sides of the Chamber. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD and Mr. BRANDEGEE addressed the 
Chair. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, the Senator from North 

Dakota ha.£ stated that the so-called bonus bill is not a partisan 
bill, and that is true. There are comparatively few of us on 
either side of the Chamber who are opposed to its passage, so 
far as I know, and probably those in opPosition are about as 
many on one side of the Chamber as on the other. 

I indicated a moment ago that the Senator could not have 
the bill taken up by unanimous consent, but that was not with 
any idea of filibustering the bill, because I realize that the 
majority of the Senate are entitled to act when they get ready ; 
but I feel so earnestly that the bonus bill, if it shall be passed, 
will, in the end, not only work injury to the American people 
but will be an injury to the men whom it proposes to help that 
I do not want to feel that I myself have given consent to its con
sideration. 

Of course I realize that objection to unanimous consent for 
the consideration of the bill is a mere matter of' form; that the 
Senato1· from North Dakota may have the bill taken up . and 

allow the tariff bill to go to the calendar for a few days and 
~en move to take the tariff bill off the calendar without chang
mg the status any more than by having the bonus bill taken up 
by unanimous consent; but I think I represent the views of 
those on both sides of · the Chamber who intend to vote against 
the bonus bill when I say that I do not wish, as far as I am con
cerned, that we shall be parties to the consideration of the 
bill. 

If the Senator from North Dakota is going to have the bill 
taken up this summer, I see no objection to taking it up to-day 
or. to-morrow any more than taking it up in July or August. I 
thmk, however, when the Senator has a bill before the Senate 
which is intended, on its face, at least, to raise revenue it is 
not a very good time to take up a bill which is admittedly 'going 
to mak~ a ~arge against the Treasury of over $4,000,000,000, 
and which, m my judgment, if the interest is calculated against 
the claims, will amount to $6,000,000,000 or $7,000,000,000, and 
especially a bill which will not take effect until next year. If 
the bill is passed now, the only effect it will have may be a 
political effect. It is not going to help the ex-soldiers any to 
pass it this month any more than if it shall be passed in next 
December, because the resultant effect of the bill will not be 
accomplished until next year, no matter when it may be passed. 

I should be very glad if the bill went over until after the elec
tion, so that the American people might have an opportunity to 
voice their sentiments on the subject. I realize that the American 
people are behind the soldiers. The soldiers are the heroes of 
this generation, and they are entitled to be the heroes of this 
generation; but it is now proposed by Senators to bring before 
the country a bill that is going to put a charge of from four bil
lion to seven billion dollars on the American taxpayers, and, 
if I read the bill aright, it is so framed as to pass on th:tt 
charge from the present to the future. So the young men who 
are going to receive fhis bonus, or will receive a eertificate for a 
bonus, after the bill shall have been passed, in all human proba
bility, if they make good in life, will be the men who must ulti
mately pay this great debt and in the future carry the great 
burden which it is proposed to put on the American people. 

I realize, so far as I am concerned, that any efforts on my 
part to prevent the passage of the bill will be practically 
futile; I recognize that what I say represents on the Demo
cratic side of the aisle only a few, and represents only a few 
Senators on the Republican side of the aisle; but I beliei.·e, 
in the effort of Senators to respond to a call which they think 
is in the intere t of the finest young men who ever followed 
the American flag, that they are not only making a great mis
take for the country but in the end they will do a serious 
injury to the ex-service men themselves. 

Therefore I ask the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
when he gets ready to bring the bill before the Senate to do so 
on motion; so that the responsibility may re t on those Sena
tors who are going to sustain the bill and not in any way on 
the Senators who are oppo ed to it. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. Mr. President, •will the Senator yield 
to me? 

. Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. 
l\Ir. TOW~SEND. I unqer tand that the request of the 

Senator from North Dakota is merely that he may be per
mitted to present the report for the purpose of having it 
printed. I should very much like to have the report printed. 

Mr. UNDER\VOOD. I may ' have misunderstood the Senator 
from North Dakota. I thought he said that he wi bed to bring 
the bill up. 

l\lr. l\lcCUMBER. Oh, no; I merely a ked that I might pre
sent the report now; and I explained that I wanted to con ult 
Senators on both sides of the Chamber as to what we shall do 
in the future. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I misunderstood the Senator. There is 
no reason why the Senator should not be permitted to present 
the report by unanimous consent. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is all that is involved in my request. 
1\lr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection to that. I merely 

ask the Senator 'Yhen he gets ready to bring the bill before the 
Senate that he will do so by a motion. 

l\fr. McCUMBER. "I shall not seek to bring the measure up, 
of course, until I have consulted Senators on both sides of the 
Chamber. 

:Mr. BORAH. That is, both sides of the question. 
1\Ir. l\fcCUMBER. That i ~ the same thing. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. Pre ident--
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from Connecticut. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Will the Senator from North Dakota 

allow me to call up a re olution? 
Mr. l\IcCU:MBER. Will the Senator from Connecticut merely 

allow me to submit the report? 
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l\Ir. BRA ...... ""'DEGEE. I thought the Senator had presented the 

report. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to receiving the 

report from the Committee on Finance in accordance with the 
request of the Senator from North Dakota? 

Ir. WILLIAMS. A parliamentary inquiry, l\Ir. President. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his inquiry. 
l\lr. WILLIAMS. Does the filing of a report require unani

mou consent? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it now 

require unanimous consent, because the Senate has had no 
morning hour for some time. 

l\lr. WILLIAMS. Very well. If it requires unanimous con
sent, I object, because I do not want to be particeps criminis 
in the remotest manner to any part of this performance. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. There is objection. 
l\lr. l\IcCUl\IBER. Then, later in the day, I shall again ask 

unanimous conse:ot that I may submit the report, and I hope 
the Senator from Mississippi will accord us that courtesy, be
cau e it will make no difference in the matter of printing or of 
time. 

Mr. ASHURST. Mr. President, the soldiers' adjusted com
pensation bill has already been delayed too long. Why does not 
the Senator from North Dakota move to proceed to its consid
eration? Contractors have been paid, profiteers have been 
paid and, in addition thereto, have had their excess-profits 
taxe removed; but an objection is interposed when a soldiers' 
adjusted compensation bill is reported. I hope the Senator 
from North Dakota will .show some grit and, notwithstanding 
the objection of my friend from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS], 
will move to proceed to the consideration of the compensation 
bill. This is the time for courage and sand. 

Mr. 1\IcCUMBER. Mr. President--
The VICE PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Connecticut 

yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
l\fr. BRANDEGEE. The Senator from North Dakota, I think, 

still has the floor. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion tliat the 

Senator from Connecticut has the floor. 
l\Ir. BRANDEGEE. If so, I yield to the Senator from North 

Dakota. 
:Mr. l\fcCUMBER. Mr. President, I wish simply to say in 

re ponse to the observations of my good friend from Arizona 
[l\Ir. AsHURST] that there is at least a "gentlemen's agreement" 
in the Senate that I shall not ask to lay aside the pending tariff 
bill without giving due notice and consulting with Senators on 
the other side of the Chamber, and also consult with the leader 
on the other side of the aisle. · 

l\lr. ASHURST. I was not aware of that agreement. 
l\Ir. McCUMBER. Therefore, I do not wish to move to take 

up the bill at pre ent. 
l\Ir. ROBINSON. Mr. President, will the Senator from Con-

necticut yield to me? 
l\Ir. BRANDEGEE. I yield. . 
Mr. ROBINSON. I thank the Senator from Connecticut. 
Mr. President, during the course of the debate on the tariff 

bill a large number of measures have, by unanimous consent, 
been reported to the Senate from various committees of the 
Senate. I do not recall a single instance in which an objection 
ha heretofore been interposed. The only effect of an objection 
to the filing of the report on the adjusted compensation bill by 
the Senator from North Dakota at this time will be to force an 
adjournment for a day, when, of course, during the morning 
hour, which would result on the following day after an adjourn
ment, he would be able to submit the report. 

The question of the bonus for ex-service men has been before 
the Senate for a long time. In my opinion, it is desirable that 
the subject be . discussed and disposed of. It is a vexing ques
tion, not only threatening to enter politics but affecting almost 
every phase of industry and business. This country would have 
been better off, business interests in my opinion would have been 
ad·rnnced, by the settlement of the bonus question a year ago. 
The longer the delay the worse it will be for the country~ 

I realize that there are two sides to the controversy, and that 
the oppo ing viewpoint should be given liberal and free expres
sion in the consideration of the measure, but I hope that my 
friend the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS) will not 
per ist in an objection to the submission of the report on the 
bonus bill by the Senator from North Dakota, and I also express 
the hope that within the next two or three week an ngreement 
ma:r be reached under which the Senate may prcc~<<l to the 
con ideration of the bill and dispose of it. If no agreement can 
be ecured, it will be necessary to carry a motion to proceed to 
tlle consideration of the adjusted compensation bill. 

XLII-528 

It is due to the American soldier to act promptly upon the 
measure. If we are going to decide that he is not entitled to 
~djusted co~pensation, we ought to give the decision promptly; 
if we are gomg to award adjusted compensation, we ought not 
to detract from the value of it by an undue delay ·in granting it. 

This statement is made that it may be understood that the 
objection of my friend the Senator from Mississippi and the 
views expressed by my friend the Senator from Alabama do not 
reflect the viewpoint. of all on this side of the Chamber. I 
thank the Senator from Connecticut. 

l\fr. McCUl\IBER.. If the Senator will allow me, in addition 
to what he has said and in response to the statement made 
by the Senator from Alabama to the effect that as the bill 
does not go into effect until the 1st day of January, there is no 
hurry about securing its passage, I desire to suggest that if 
the bill become a law the department ought to have fully six 
montJ ·~ time in which to get ready to put the matter into 
opera Lon. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President, in addition to that, with 
the indulgence for a moment further of the Senator from Con
necticut, there is a feeling that is growing in the minds of 
American soldiers that ought to be allayed, a feeling that Con
gress regards the so-called bonus bill as a mere gratuity, and 
that its enactment will be the result of political tear and not 
of a sense of justice and necessity for righteous action. 

Added to the suggestion just made by the Senator from North 
Dakota that a very large organization will be necessary in 
order to put into effect the administration of this measure, is 
the further consideration, which is of great importance, that 
there is nothing in the conduct or the record of the proposed 
beneficiaries of this measure to justify either branch of Con
gress or any department of the Government in dealing with it 
in such a manner as to create the impression that whatever 
relief is granted under the measure is grudgingly given. 

Mr. LENROOT subsequently said: Mr. President, I feel very 
sure that the Senator from Arizona [Mr. ASHUBST], who is 
always fair, will be willing to correct his statement of chal
lenge to the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. l\IcCUMBER] as 
to moving to take up the bill reported this morning. I am sure 
he was in error. That motion is not in order. 

Mr. ASHURST .. Mr. President, it is a fact that such a 
motion does not lie at this time, because we would first have 
to adjourn and have a new calendar day. I thank the Senator 
.from Wisconsin for calling my attention to this. I now, how
ever, express the hope that the Senate may adjourn to-day at 
the close of business and that we may have a new calendar 
day to-morrow, so that on to-morrow the eligible motion may 
be made to consider this soldiers' adjusted compensation bill. 

This Republic will not endure if its Congress passes bills 
looking toward paying the profiteer what he claims, then re
moves the profiteer's excess-profits taxes, and then declines to 
consider the bill to pay adjusted compensation· to soldiers. I 
thank the Senator from Wisconsin, however, for calling my 
attention to the parliamentary situation, and I shall rely 
upon him to-morrow with his parliamentary skill to assist 
some of us on this side and on the other side in securing con
sideration of the soldiers' compensation bill and the McNary
Smith reclamation bill. 

This Government ou;es no man a living. 1t is the idler, 
slacker, and coward who says the Government owes him a 
living; but this Government does owe every man and woman 
in this land a fair chance to earn a living. Do you catch the 
distinction? The idler, the sluggard, will say: " The Gov
ernment owes me a living"; but every man and every woman 
in our land has a right to say : " The Government owes me and 
must give me an ovport·unity to earn a living." Unless we 
pass the adjusted compensation bill and pass the l\1cNary
Smith reclamation bill, we shall have denied many of our 
citizens the fair opportunity to earn a living. 

STATUE OF ABRAHAM LINCOLN. 

Mr. BRANDEGEE. I ask unanimous consent to submit a 
report from the Committee on the Library upon House Joint 
Resolution 127. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chnir 
hears none and the report will be received. 

l\Ir. BRANDEGEE. From the Committee on the Library, I 
report back favorably with an amendment the joint resolution 
('H. J. Res. 127) to reerect the statue of Abraham Lincoln upon 
its original site, and I submit a report (No. 754) thereon. 

Will the Secretary, if there is no objection, kindly read the 
joint resolution? 

The VICE PRESIDE1''"r. The joint resolution will be read. 

• 
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The reading clerk read the joint r~solution, as follows: 
Resolved, etc., That the Superintendent of Public Buildings and 

Ground at the War Department be, and he is hereby, authorized And 
directed to reerect the statue of Abraham Lincoln upon its original 
ite ill front of the courthouse, city of Washington, D. C., upon an 

appropriate foundation or pedestal in' harmony with the statue. 

The VICE ·PRESIDENT. Does the Senator ask for the im-
mediate consideration of the joint resolution? 

Mr. BRAl\J)EGEE. I ask for its immediate consideration. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? . 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 

Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, there is a committee 

amendment 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be st.ated. 
The READING CLERK. On page 1, line 5, before the word 

"upon,•• it is proposed to insert the word "approximately." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, this joint re.solution was 

passed, I think, unanimously by the House of Representatives, 
and it has reeeived the unanimous approval of the Committee 
on -the Library; but I want to call attention to the fact that l 
am informed that it cost about $2,500 to take down the statue 
and store it in the basement of the courthouse, where it is at 
present. No aJ)propriation seems to be made in the House 
joint resO'lution. directing the Superintendent of Public Build
ings and Grounds to reerect it upon a 1'ound11tion and pedestal 
which will haTe to be constructed. I therefore asked Colonel 
, 'herrill to make an estimat:e of the cost of reerecting it ac
e-0rding to the directions -of the joint resolution, and be writes 
the letter whicb I end to the desk and ask to have read ; and 
then I will offer an amendment to the House joint resolution 
to provide the fund which it is suggested ·are necessary. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the communication. 

The reading clerk read as f9llows : 
WAR DEP.UlTM"E~, CORI'S OF ENGINEERS, 

OFFICE OlJ' PUDLIC Bun.DINGS A.ND GROUNDS, 
WasMngton, D. O., June .S, 19!2. 

Hon. FnA.NK B. BIUND"EGEE, 
Chairman Joint Committee on the Library, 

United States Senate, Washington, D. 0. 
MY DEAR. SENATOR : In accordance with the i::equest made by your 

secretary, Mr. Lundy, I have to inform you that i:be estimate of cost 
of replacing the Lincoln Monument complete, approximately on its old 
ite, including the co t of de ·ign and construction of a suitable new 

pedesta1
6 

the foundation work and ereetion of the monument, is all 
told $5, 00. 

Yours very respectfully, 
C. 0. SHERRILL, 

Lieutenant Oolonel, Corps of lilngineers. 

l\Ir. BRAl\J)EGEE. I call attention to the fact that the com
mittee has recommended that the word " approximately " be 
in erted before the words " its original site" because the com
mittee was infqrmed that original1y the statue or its pedestal 
stood out a few feet upon the sidewalk, and it is desirable that 
the statue should not intrude upon the sidewalk; and that much 
latitude was thought advisable by the committee. 

I now offer an amendment to provide the necessary money to 
pay for the cost of reerecting the statue . 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The READING CLERK. It is proposed to add at the end of 

the joint resolution the following: 
The sum of $5,000, or so mucll thereof as may be necessary, is hereby 

appropriated out of any money in the Trerumry not otherwi.se appro
pria ted to pay the e.xperu>e of the same. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The joint resolution was reported to the Senate as amended, 

and the amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the joint 

re olution to be read a third time. 
The joint resolution was read the third time, and passed. 

OHIO RITER BRIDGE. 

Mr. WILLIS. Mr. President, on the 6th of June the Senate 
unanimou. ly pa sed a bill authorizing the con truction of a 
bridge across the Ohio River at Steubenville. Meanwhile, an 
identical bill was passed in the House and came here and was 
handed down duiino- the absence of the Senator from New York 
[l\lr. 0.A.LDER], and consequently his attention was not called to 
it. The bill is now reported by me from the Committee on 
Commerce. I am authorized to make a unanimous report from 
the committee on the bill (II. R. 11646) authorizing the· con-

.struction of a bridge acros the Ohio River near Steubenville, 
Ohio, and ask for its imm~diate consideration. It is absolutely 
identifical with the bill which has already pa sed the Senate. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does it confocm entirely to existing law? 
· l\lr. WILLIS. Entirely so. It is exactly the same as the 

bill we passed, based upon Ileport No. 751. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the report will 
be received. The Senator from Ohio asks unanimous con ent 
for the present consideration of the bill. Is there objection? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee or the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which was read, as 
follows: . 

Be it enacted, etc., That the consent of Congress is hereby granted 
to the Steubenville and Pittsburgh Bridge Co., and their successor and 
assigns, to construct, maintain, and operate a bridge and approaches 
t!J.ereto across the Ohio River, at or near the north dty limits of the 
city of Steubenville, Ohio, In accordance with the ·provisions of the act 
entitled "An a.ct to regulate the construction of bridges over naviga'tlo 
waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That this a.ct shall be null and void unlees the constructl«in 
of said bridge is commenced within two years and completed within 
five years from the date of the approval hereof. 

SEC. 3. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendments, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time and passed. 

.FEDERAL m:BERVE RA.NX OF ATLANTA. 

Mr. HEFLIN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con
sideration of the resolution which I send to the desk. It culls 
on the Federal Reserve Bank Of Atlanta for c-ertain informa
tion. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution will be read. 
The resolution (S. Res. 304) was read, considered by unani

mous consent, and agreed to, as follows : 
Whereas it has been charged upon the fioor of the Senate that the 

Federal Reserve Bank of Atla-nta bas bad printed and distributed iu 
the State of Alabama, at its own expense, a speech delivered in the 
Senate by Senator GLASS, of Virginia, ill which the posjtion of Sena
tor HEFLIY on the deflation policy of the Federal Reserve Board was 
assailed and criticl2ed ; a.nd 

Whereas it is charged that the said Federal Reserve Bank of At· 
lanta, its officials or agents, wrote, or caused to be written, a letter 
which was sent into the State. of Alabama with the speech of Senator 
GLASS commending the speech and cn.Jling on the recipient thereof in 
the State of Alabama, the State represented in part by Senator II1ur
LIN, to write the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta his -0pinion of tlle 
speech and his position in the matter : Therefore be it 

Resolved, That the Federal Reserve Bank of Atlanta be, and it is 
hereby, requested to furnish to the Senate, in wi·iting, at its ea.rile t 
convenience, a list of the names and addresses ol citizens in the State 
of Alabama to whom said speech and letter were sent, and all infor
mation in its po session called for in the following questions: 

1. Was the speech in question of Senator Guss sent into the State 
of Alabama by or at the instance of the Federal Reserve Bank or 
Atlanta? 

2. Was a letter written by said Federal reserve bank, or any of its 
officials, and sent with the speech of Senator GLASS to voters in the 
State of Alabama; if so, what were the contents of such a letter? 

3. At whose instance and expense was the speech of Senator GLASS 
printed and distnouted to voters in the State of Alabama? 

.t. How was the fund provided, and how much money was expended 
in prillting and sending into Alabama the speech of Senator Guss 
and the letter which. accompanied it? 

5. To bow mn.ny people in the State of Alabama were the said speech 
and letter £en t? 

6. Did the Federal Reserve Board, or any member of it, suggest the 
sending or have anything to do with the sending of tbc RJ)eech of 
Senator GLASS and the letter which accompanied it into the t:!tate or 
Alabama? 

PRICES OF COAL. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 1\ir. President, I desire to 
take the time of the Senate for a }}rief peI'iod to call attention 
to the critical situation that is developing in this country as a 
result of the shortage of anthracite coal and the increase in the 
price of bituminous coal. 

There are two fuels produced and used in this country-bitu
minous coal .and anthracite coal. Two strikes have been in 
progress since .April 1 last, the strike of the bituminous-coal 
miners and the strike of the anthracite-coal miners. Tbe 
strike in the anthracite coal regions has resulted in a complete 
suspension of the production of anthracite coal. No anthracite 
coal whatever .is being produced at the present time. The 
strike in the bituminous-coal regions has resulted in a possible 
serious shortage in the supply of bituminous coal in the near 
futw-e. 

I take the time of the Senate this morning for the purpose of 
impressing the Congress with the critical situation that has de
veloped, and the serious consequences that a.re likely to follow 
if some steps are not taken to solve the present difficulties in 
regard to our supply of fueL Perhaps I can not impress the 
seriousness of the situation better than by reading two or three 
brief letters which have been sent me recently by i·esidents of 
Massachusetts. -

The first letter is from Mr. Robert Robert on, a contractor in 
the dty of Beverly, Mass. He writes me, under date of May 
29, as follows : 

I wish you would tell me what the situation ls on the coal strike. I 
suffered a great deal in the last coal strike and I wondered wha.t the 
situation is, and why we do not bear more about it in the newspapers. 

l underst:Dod a committee was appointed, or was to be appointed, 
by the Nation!il Govern.m~t to take this matter up. 

It seems to me something ought to be done, and I would be obliged 
for any information you can give me. 

Sincerely yours. ROBERT ROBERTSON. 
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Another letter is from Mr. J. 0. Sturtevant, of the Marston
Sturtevant Co., 278 Cabot Street, Beverly, Mass., also dated 
May 29, as follows: 

DEAR Sm: •Why is it that there is no direct effort made by the Gov
ernment to investigate and settle the coal strike? This ought to be done 
immediately and the facts made public. It is of vital importance to the 
New England industries as well ; and the newspapers seem to be saying 
little about the coal situation. 

Respectfully yours, 
J. 0. STUBTEY.iliT. 

A third letter is from a dealer in anthracite coal in the citv 
of Boston. The letter is dated June 5, and reads: ~ 

According to report in Boston papers you confined yourself in vour 
resolution mostly to the/ " bituminous" situation, which, of course, is 
commendable. We in Boston think the "anthracite" situation is in a 
far more desperate condition, as it is used almost entirely for the com
fort of the homes throughout New England, and we can truthfully say 
that the stock of "anthracite" now in Boston could be cleaned up by 
the 15th of July if the dealers had their entire equipment at work de
livering to customers. 

Yours sincerely, 
D. DOHERTY Co., Coal and Wood . 

Information of a similar character, namely, that by the mid
dle of July the supply of anthracite coal will be exhausted in 
New England, comes to me from many reliable sources. 

Some facts have been revealed in the last few days which 
tend to show that improper advantage is being taken of the 
coal shortage to increase prices. The bituminous operators 
met in this city a few days ago with the Secretarv of Com
merce, called here for the purpose, it was announced, of fixing 
the price of bituminous coal to the consumers. Up to the time 
of the meeting in Washington of these operators with the Sec
retary of Commerce there had been practically no change 
whatever in the price of bituminous coal to those having con
tractual relations with, and were recognized as regular custom
ers of, the bituminous operators whose mines are now in oper
ation. It is a fact that certain public service corporations and 
other coal consumers who were obliged to buy bituminous C"Oal 
in the spot market were charged excessive prices prior to the 
1st of June, but these cases are somewhat isolated. From April 
1, however, until June 1 the average selling price of the most 
salable quality of bituminous coal was about, if not less than, 
$1.75 per ton. That coal delivered in Chicago and the Middle 
We t was selling to the householders of Chicago for about $7 
per ton, this including cost at the mines, freight rates, and 
retail dealers' commissions. 

After the meeting of the coal operators with the Secretary 
of Commerce, announcement was made that a voluntary agree
ment had been reached whereby the maximum price of bitumi
nous coal was to be $3.50 a ton. Almost overnight, after a 
meeting with the Secretary of Commerce, bituminous coal ad
vancecl in price from $1.75 per ton to $3.50 per ton. It is un
believable that a public official would be a party to increasing 
the price of bituminous coal to this extent under the circnm
stances and in the light of the facts which he has disclosed 
in his report to the Senate in respon e to Senate Resolution 
~98, introduced by me a few days ago. 

First of all, the strike in the unioni~d bituminous coal 
regions has not as yet seriously affected the supply of bitumi
nous coal. The figures presented by the Secretary of Com
merce in response to Senate Resolution 298, and the undis
puted figures presented by the brief filed by the retail coal 
merchants of this country, show that there was on hand 
60,000,000 tons of bituminous coal at the time this strike took 
place April 1. 

l\!r. OVERMAN rose. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Let me finish this thou.,.ht 

and I will yield to the Senator in just a moment. The produc~ 
tion has been between 4,000,000 and 5,000,000 tons every week 
from that time to the present time, and the consumption has 
been from 5,000,000 to 7,000,000 tons. I think the brief of the 
retail coal merchants states that the consumption may reach 
8,000,000 tons. So we have this situation: Coal is being pro
duced in the bituminous coal regions of this countrv where 
there is no strike in sufficient quantities to take care of, for 
the present, the consumption of the country; but because there 
is a strike in certain coal regions, and because those who have 
been purchasing from those coal operators whose plants are 
cJosed by reason of the strike are obliged to go out into the 
spot market, exorbitant prices have been charged to the busi 
nes ~ men forced to go and buy in a spot market. 

Kow I yield to the Senator from K'Orth Carolina. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I wish to understand what the Secretary of 

Commerce had to do with increasing the price in a week from 
$1.75 a ton to $3.50 a ton? Did he consent to that increase 
from $1.75 to $3.50 to the consumers of this country? 

l\lr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I will come to that in a 
moment. I have no quarrel with the Secretary of Commerce. 
I think be tried to do a public service. I believe his intentions 

. ,:,.! 

and motives were of the best. He learned that certain public
se~·,ice corporations, forced into the spot-coal market, were 
bemg charged by these coal operators exorbitant prices, namely, 
$3.50, $4, and $4.50 a ton, but he failed to appreciate the fact 
that the price to the regular customers of these operators had 
not varied d1~ring February, March, April, l\Iay, and June; in
deed, not until the operators met Mr. Hoover here in Washing
ton on Memorial Day, and then an advance of 100 per cent 
was given the retailers. 

Let us consider the facts: Every person who is a regular 
customer of the bituminous-coal operators whose mines were in 
operation was being charged $1.75 per ton up to June 1. A few 
individuals, forced into the ElPOt market were beinO' asked 
exorbitant prices, and paid. them. l\Ir. H~over called the coal 
operators together, and they met with him ·in this citv on 
Memorial Day. No other agencies or representatives of the 
coal industries or the COI].Suming public were invited, though it 
appears that a telegram was sent to l\Ir. Hoover from the re
tail dealers of this country requesting that they have a con
ference before th~ price was finally fixed, and he had fixed the 
date for that meeting, which was the day after Memorial Day, 
namely, May 31. When the representatives of the retail coal 
dealers of this country, those who bring the coal to the homes 
of the American people, arriyed in Washington on Memorial 
Day afternoon they found l\1r. Hoover in session with the coal 
operators, and they were informed by the coal operators that 
they came too late, that the price was already fixed at $3.50 
a ton. 

I say only in fairness to l\fr. Hoover that he probably in
tended to fix a maximum price for spot coal of $3.50 a ton. I 
can not explain his conduct in any other way; but the results 
that followed were that every coal dealer in American was 
notified the instant Mr. Hoover met with the operators and 
agreed to $3.50 per ton that the price for all had been raised to 
$3.50 per ton, an<l every single user of bituminous coal as the 
result of the meeting of 1\Iay 30 and 31, has had his ~oal bill 
advanced $1.75 per ton. 

l\lr. ROBINSON. l\lr. President, under what authority does 
the Secretary of Commerce assume to raise the prices ?9 

l\lr. W ~LSH of Massachusetts. Under no authority. I re
peat, I tln.i;ik he thought he was doing a public service. I, per
sonally, thrnk be was buncoed. I believe that he was deceived 
an<l misled by tpe coal operators, and I think he ought to do 
son~ething to undo the harm that has been done, for very 
serious results have followed. 

I have ~·ecei\ed from coal dealers, who are buying from 
operators, mformation which I will put in the IlECORD later as 
to just how and what advance in price took place. Coal dealers 
all over this country, having contractual and business aoTee
ments with operators for prices made before May 30 for $1.75 
per ton, found on May 31 that their prices were raised to $3.50 
per to~ .. Of c?urs~ there is no justification for it. If the con
sumption of b1tummous coal bad been greatly in excess of the 
production, some possible excuse might be advanced for increas
ing the price, but the cold facts are that the consumption is 
not as much as the weekly production, plus the supply that was 
on hand April -1. 

''Vhat happened was this: Because some dealers and some 
users of bituminous coal bad to go to a different operator to 
do business they were held up and these extortionate prices 
have been demanded of them because of the distress in which 
they found themselves by reason of the strike in the mines 
owned by the operators with whom they had been doing 
business. 

l\Ir. ROBINSON. l\1r. President, during the war the Govern
ment deemed it necessary to regulate the prices of certain basic 
commodities, and in so far as it could do so conferred power 
upon certain agencies of the Government to execute its will in 
that particular. It is astonishing, beyond my power to realize 
that a high officer of the Government would presume to act in'. 
a matter of that character without any authority of law and to 
impose upon the consumers of this Nation his individual view
point as to what was the proper price for such an indispensable 
commodity as coal. 

The statement which the Senator from :Massachusetts is mak
ing is yery important. It is astonishing to me to learn that 
without any semblance of authority, and for merely benevolent 
reasons, the Secretary of Commerce would assume to deter
mine, in conference with the wholesalers of coal, or the pro
ducers of coal, what the people of this country should pay for 

· that indispensable product. 
Mr. OVERMAN. And be a party to an agreement without 

any authority, to increase the price about $2 a ton. ' 
l\1r. WALSH of l\Iassachusetts. The agreement into which 

they entered was and had to be voluntary, but it is my opinion 
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that it was illegal, and that a committee of this body ought to 
hear the facts and suggest to the Attorney General that pro
ceedings immediately be instituted against these coal operators. 

l want the Senator from Arkansas to realize this situation, 
too. Understand there is no strike in the region where the 
coal operators have increased the price. Their cost of pro
duction has not increased afl all. They are mining coal as 
cheaply, as they did before the strike. Their relationship to 
the general public is exactly as it was before the strike. And 
yet because of the demana coming to them from those who 
have purchased coal from other operators they, without any 
justification, proceed to profiteer and to ext011t to the extent 
of 100 per cent. It is inconceivable. The American people 
will not tolerate a condition like this. They will n_ot tolerate 
increasing so suddenly and arbitrarily the price of· coal,. such 
an essential to the- prosperity of our country and to the hap
pine s and welfare of our people. They will not tolerate in
creasing the cost of coal 100 per cent overnight simply be
cause- ai few operators are in 11 position to hold up the country. 

Mr. OVERMAN. And yet they. come here 'hnd get an agree
ment with the head of the Department of Commerce to agree to 
approve this inc1·ease. Is n-0t that true? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is exactly the situ.a
tion. 

Mr. ROBINSON. lli. President, will the Senator permit me 
to interrupt him? 

l\lr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBINSON. The responsibility of fixing the price of a 

commodity like coal, something of . almost universal use in all 
the industries of the Nation and indispensable to the comfort of 
nearly all the people and to the life of many of them, can not 
be overstated. The power to. do that ought to be exercised with 
ome regard to the rights: and interests of the people who con

sume the comm-0dity. It ought not to be exercised arbitrarily 
and without authority, because it is the power of life and death 
itself. It is amazing that an officer of the Government, even in 
a spirit of benevolence and from a desire to render a kindly 
ervice to an oppressed people, weuld attempt to exercise a 

power -of that kind without any authority of law whatever. 
Mr. W ALSB of Massachusetts. It is quite apparent that the 

Secretary of Commerce thought, because he was reducing the 
maximum charge to a few buyers in the spot market, that he 
was doing a public service, but what must he think of the men 
with whom he entered into the a-gTeement when they accepted 
his statement that the maximum price would be $3.50 by rais
i.ng the price everywhere and to everybody? The price-fixing 
conference resulted in price raising. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, · what other interpretation 
could they have put upon his terms if he granted the right to 
raise prices? 

Mr. WALSH o:f Massachu etts. Their interpretation is that 
:maximum and minimum mean the same thing. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Is there not always the temptatio to ap
ply the maximum? 

Mr. WALSH of l\lassachusetts. Yes-; and the Se€retary of 
Commerce had had previous experience and ought to have 
realized what the consequence would be. So bold were they 
in 1·aising their prices that evidence can unquestionably be 
produced to show that deale:rs in bituminous coal, who· had 
contracts for 10 or 20 carloads of bituminous coal at $1.75 per 
ton, were notified after the price-fixing agreement that the 
contracts were canceled, and that they would now have to pay, 
under the new agreement with the Secretary of Commerce, 
$3.50 per ton. 

Mr. RO:BINSON. Thus giving to that advance the color of 
governmental authority. . 

ML-. WALSH of lUassaehusetts. Absolutely. I do not want 
my statement alone to be accepted about the situation. I re
peat and I emphasize the fact that tha·e is as yet no serious 
shortage of bituminous coal. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
a question? 

Mr. WALSH o] Massachu etts. Certainly. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Upon what does the Senator base that 

statement, which is absolutely without any foundation in fact? 
Mr. WALSH of Mas.sachusetts. I thank the Senator fo11 

characterizing my statement in that fashion. I am not in the 
habit of asserting that other Members of. this body make un
founded statements without hearing their explanation or hear
:ing from them the evidence upon which they base their state
ment. I will give the Senator the information. I will gtve 
him the information from Seeretary Hoover himself. I will 
read from the report which is on the desk of every Senator, the 
report of the Secretary af Commerce in respon e to the reso
lution which I offernd some days ago asking fur certain in-

formation about the production and consumption and price of 
bituminous coal. I read : 

1. " The present supply of mined bituminous coal." 
The latest informatiolll we have is a canvass of the situation at the 

opening of the strike 1>n April 1 by the Department of Commerce and 
the Geologica.1 Survey, partly depending upon various trade- associa
tions. No funds have been available for the repetition of this inquiry. • 

On April 1 the stocks of mined bituminous coal in. the bands of con· 
sumers were estimated at 63,000,000 tons. In addition thereto there 
was estimated to be 4,000,000 tons on the Lake Superior and Michigan 
docks and about 2,500,000 either on tracks or in storage belonging to 
the operators. There was also an unknown amount of coal in transit 
on the railways. A guess has been made that it amounts to between: 
10,000,000 and 15,000,000 tons. 

So there were on hand 63,000;000 tons and 2,500,000 tons in 
addition to that, plus between 10,000,000 and 12,000,000 tons, 
making about 75,000,000 tons of coal on hand. 

Mr. ASHURST. And 4,000,000 tons on Lake Superior. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Ye~; making about 80,000,-

000 tons in round numbers. 
Now, let us confine ourselves to two inquiries : What is the 

production since April 1 and what has been the consumption? 
2. The average weekly production and conswnption of' such coai 

since April 1, 1922. 

That is the. second question I put to the Secretary of Com
merce through the resolution to which I have referred. His 
reply is as follows : 

The only statistics as to production are the daily number of cars 
loaded, and are furnished by the railways as follows : 
Week ending- Estimated tons. Week ending- Estimaied tons. 

Apr. 8 ______ ---- 3, 825, 000 lay 20________ 4, 484, 000 
Apr. 15_______ 3, 6f56, 000 ~lay 27 -------- 4, 856, 000 
.Apr. 22_________ 3, 575, 000 J~e 3__________ 4, 600, 000 
Apr. 29_________ 4, 175, 000 
M.ay 6 __________ 4,164,000 Total--------- 37,7G8,000 
:May 13 _________ 4,433,000 

That is the production. Now, let us see what the constunp
tion is. I read : 

There are no statistics of consumption. A rough estimate may be 
deduced by assuming the con umption to be equal to production based 
upon car loadings in other periods. 

1921. 

Week ending- Tons. 
Ap~. 9----------- 5, 684,750 Apr.16 __________ 6,085,600 
ApT.23 __________ 6,363, 150 
.Apr.30 __________ 6,512,850 
May 7 ___ -------- 6, 901, 600 

Week endin""- Tons. 
May 14~- -------- 7, 482, 250 
May 21----.------ 7, 461 , 900 
l\Iay 28 ________ 7, 630, U.;)0 
.Jwie 4 __________ 6, 366, 630 

Thus we see that, with all this supply on hand April 1, there 
bas been a production on an average of between 4,500,000 tons 
and 5,000,000 tons, and there has been a consumption of be-
1:\veen 5,000,000 tons and 7,500,000 tons. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
a question at that point? 

1.fr. WALSH of Massachllsetts. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator states that the estimate 

of production ran up to 5,000,000 tons. I am looking at the 
same table from which the Senator read his figures, and the' 
highest p1·oduction shown. during the period for the week 
ended April 8, to and including the week ended June 3, was 
4,856,000 and it runs dowTu to 3,575,000 tons. So that tlle 
average production for those. weeks, from April 8 to June 3, 
would be between 3,5-75,000 and 4,.856,000, or a little over 
4,000,000 tQDS instead of nearly 5,000,000 tons. 

Further than that, the consumption based upon former years 
runs from the lowest, about 5,000,000 tons, up to the highe t, 
about 8,000.000 tons. The ordinary consumption is about eight 
or nine million tons a week. So that there- is a shortage of 
about 5,000,000 tons a week 

Now, if the Senator will read. just below that--
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. If the Senator had not in· 

terrupted me, I was about to read it. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. He will see that while there were 

6.3,000,000 tons above ground on Ap:dl 1, that the stock has been 
reduced until in the week ending June 3 there would be about 
32,000,000 tons, or about one-half a much coa1 as there was 
on .April 1, and that during the period- when ordinary produe· 
tion should have kept up with. consumption. So the Senator's 
statement that there was no shortage- of coal Wl:\S absolutel:y 
erroneous. 
• Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does tbe Senator agree with 
me that there are: 32,000,000 tons of l>ituminous con.I on. hand 
now? . 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. I accept the. Senator's statement. 
Mr. WALSH <>f Massachusetts. And yet he says there is a 

shortage of bituminous coal in this country. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I say that the statement made by 1\lr. 

Hoover shows that on April 1 there- was a total above grotmd 
of about 63,000,000-tons and that has now been retlnced in. the e 
few weeks to 32,.000,000 tons. If. the Senator will figure at 
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that rate of production and consumption up until the 1st of 
September, he will see what the conditions will be at that time. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Of course, the supply is 
lessening all the time. Of course, the amount of coal on hand 
April 1 has been drawn upon and is decreasing in volume every 
week as the strike goes on. There is no question about that. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does not the Senator know that it is 
during this period when they stock np on coal and when there 
should not be that reduction, and the purchasers of coal know, 
when that reserve ~ock is being depleted week by week, that 
in the future, and in the no distant future, there is going to be 
an absolute famine in the quantity of coal above ground. 

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator please let 

me read the paragraph which I had intended to read when the 
Senator from West Virginia interrupted me? 

1\fr. CARAWAY. Certainly. 
1\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The conclusions stated by 

the Secretary of Commerce, after he gave the tables from 
which I have quoted, are as follows: 

As there has been consid-ecrable industrial rec:overy from the situation 
or 1921 and less activity than 1920, our rough guess is that the total 
consumption from April 1 to June 4 ls about 65,000,000 t~>ns. 

The total consumption up to April 1 was 65,000,000 tons. 
There were 80,000,000 tons on hand and there were produced 
each week an average of 5,000,000 tons, making 40,000,000 tons, 
a total of 120,()()(},000 tons,.•and only about 65,000,000 tons have 
been consumed up to June 1. 

Upon this data the stocks of mined bituminous coal remaining on 
hand week endiDg June 4 should be about 32,000,000 tons and in 
addition the aniount of coal in transit may amount to l0,000,600 tons. 

So we see from the statement of the Secret:try of Commerce 
that while there has been a steady and constant decline in the 
amount of bituminous coal on hand, there has been no shortage 
and there has been no necessity for raising prices except to 
proiiteer. If there be necessity for any Government action, it 
should be to regulate the distribution of bituminous coal rather 
than p_rice fixing. . 

But I am not going to confine myself to the report from which 
I have just reacl. I am going to read from the brief of the 
National Retail Coal Merchants' Association. Let it be under
stood that the coal operators who have been given permission 
to increase the price of coal to the industrial plants of America 
and to the home consumers of coal by 100 per cent are the very 
concerns who are paying nonunion wages of $4 per day to 
their miners, while the union mines whose miners are on strike 
have been selling coal before the strike for the same price ; 
that is, $1.75 per ton, and paying $7.50 per day wages to the 
mine workers. Let me read that statement: 

Not less than 68 per cent of the cost of bituminous coal is . direetly 
due to the labor in mining it. Not more than 65 per cent of the 
miners employed in the bituminous fields are union miners and mem
bers of the United Mine Workers o1. America. 

It is the United Mine Workers of America who are on strike. 
I ought to say that this brief also brings out the faet that· in 
the bituminous coal industry there are an excessive number of 
employees; it is overdeveloped. 

I think the estimate of the figures here is that there are 
600,000 miners who have been employed in the mining of bitu
minous coal when the demand is only for about 450,000 miners to 
take care of the demand. 

The high labor cost in the organized field operating at artlticial wage 
s.cales creates a situation which makes it impossible for the union 
mines to compete with the nonunion mines where wage scales are re
turning to normal_ Under the union agreement, which terminated on 
March 31, 1922, the unionized mines were forced to pay $7.50 per day 
as the minimum wage rate to common labor. 

Yet the union mines were selling bituminous coal up to April 
1 for under $1.75 a ton. 

As against this, the nonunion mines were paying about $4.50, and 
with the unio.nized mines shut down owing to the strike, the nonunion 
mines are operating full force. 

A Geological Survey report of May 14 states that during the week 
previous 4,500,000 tons ot bituminous coal were produced-

That was during the week previous to May 14-
A similar report for the week following, or ending May 27. states 

that the n-0nunion production had reached the total of 5,000,000 tons. 

That a.mounts almost to the entire normal consumption, and 
we know that there has been an increased demand now because 
of the fear of what will happen in the future by reason of the 
prolongation of the strike: 

Wages in the nonunion fields. are based on curr~t competitive and 
economic conditions, and the union mines can no?' compete with the 
non11nion since wages paid in the latter are dependent ul)(>n the in
exorable law of supply and demand~ whereas the. United Mine Workers 
o! America is. attempting to force the unionized mines to pay an arbi
trary wage regardless of conditions and prices under which their 
product must meet competition. 

I think that information covers all available in regard to 
consumption and production. I have been handed some tele
grams from coal dealers in my State with reference to the price 
now being charged. I have a telegram, although I have not had 
an opportunity to note its contents until this minute, from 
W. B. Finney, who is one of the leading coal dealers in the 
city of Boston, who, in response to a telegram from me, says, in 
part, that the price of low-grade bituminous coal has been 
quoted at $1.75 net in March and April. 

I have explained the situation, and the question now is, 
What a.re we going to do about it? To the people of New Eng
land anthracite coal during the winter is an absolute necessity 
for health and romfort Yet there is no production whatever or 
anthracite coal, practically n-0t one ton coming out <>f the earth. 
With almost inexhaustible resources of coal, with money plen
tiful to capitalize the business, yet our people are without relief. 
Bituminous coal prices, with the assistance of governmental 
authority, have increased overnight by 100 per cent. 

I want to be fair to Mr. Hoover; I am not charging him with 
any improper motives; but be owes it to himself to call the 
operators together and ask them for an explanation; and the 
Senate owes it to itself to summon all the coal operators with 
their books and papers and to find out what they were charlring 
for bituminous. coal up to May 20, and what au.thority and what 
right they bad to increase their prices 100 per cent on the morn
ing of May 31, after they bad obtained the public sanction of 
the Secretary of Commerce. 

The Secretary of Commerce has been fooled and deeei ved. 
His good intentions will not help the American consumers of" 
bituminous coal. They can form their judgment of the wisdom 
of his acts only by results. 

What are we going to do about it? How long are we going 
to say to the Amel'ican people, what Mr. Hoover said in his 
report to the Senate submitted in response to· the resolution 
presented by me, that there is no authority of law to settle the 
coal strike, and that there is no law to stop profiteering? How 
long will a patient public receive- that answer without a pFotest? 

This is no t-emporary m.isadjustment of the coal industry. I 
have been a Member of the Senate for three years, and each 
year I have been here I have found the exaet situation whieh 
confronts us now. The same· demands have come from ml- s c
tion of the country to do something to let them have coal. t& d<> 
something to prevent robbery and extortion in coal prices. 

Mr. President, private enterprise in the coal industry is on 
trial. The people will overlook an oecasional or temporary mis~ 
adjustment of an industry, even one p.roducing an essential 
necessity of life, but constant repetition of trouble between labot"" 
and capital an-0. constant profiteering they ca.n not and will not 
overlook much longer. If this question is not settled, there will 
be a movement in this country to take the coal industry out of 
the hands of private enterprise, and, much as that result may be 
deplored-and I would depl-0re it-the people will take it into 
their own bands, for the people must have coal, and they will 
mine it themselves if private enterprise does n-0t mine it for 
them. 

What is the real trouble here? The coal operators have been · 
unable to get along with their miners; th~y can not agree upon 
the share of profits which are derived from the sale of coal; they 
can not agree as to bow those profits shall be distributed. 

The public do not care about the profits of the coal oper
ators and they do not care especially about the wages of the 
miners, but they do care about having this industry serve them 
coal at reasonable prices. The trouble has been that this in
dustry, so essential and important to our. people, has been used 
solely for profit making and no consideration whatever baS' 
been given to service. The day has gone by in America or else-
where when any industry engao-ed in the production of an essen
tial commodity- can put service . to the public after profit mak
ing. But the most damnable feature of the present situation is 
that they have not planned to make their p:rofits over a long 
period of time, as most industries do, but they have proceeded, 
because of a strike in another part of the coal industry and a 
consequent curtailment of production, to extort exorbitant prices. 

Mr. OVERMAN. l\fr. President--
Mr. WALSH of l\1assachusetts. I yield to the Senator from 

North Carolina. 
Mr. OVERMAN. I agree with the Senator from Massachu

setts that if this kind of thing continues the American people 
will demand that the Government take over the industry. There 
is a distinction between coal and oil in this country and the 
railroads. Coal and oil have been put in the ground by Goo 
Almighty for the benefit <>f mankind, and are we going t() sit 
silent here and> allow a few men in this country t<> orga.nixe 
and p:rofiteer upon the people of America until they suffer and 
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freeze and die because of the greed of profiteers? The people 
are not going to submit to such a condition. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I do not pro
pose to sit here silently and see my people in New England 
obliged to pay a 100 per cent increase in their coal bills, or 
obliged to shiver and shake and endure hardships during the 
coming winter simply because the coal operators and coal 
miners can not agree. 

We have been hearing much about discontent. Why should 
there not be discontent in view of the hard times through which 
we have been passing and in view of the terrible business de
pression in this country? Now, when there is a ray of hope and 
light and the indications are that there may be some improve
ment in the future, comes notice to the industries of America 
that their coal bills are to be henceforth increased 100 per 
cent and that next winter they will be without coal. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
question? 

l\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Does not the Senator think it will 

be better, however, for the consumers in New England to pay 
the uniform price fixed in the manner which has been sug
gested than to be subjected to the chance of a runaway spot 
coal market, in which, under the stress of the continued short
age of coal and the approach of winter, coal may go from $10 
to $15, or perhaps more per ton? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Ob, yes ; if every haber-
, dasher except one in this city should be burned out overnight, 
and a sudden demand should come for straw hats, the one 
dealer in straw hats might double bis price, but it would be 
unmoral ; it would lead to discontent; it would be an abuse 
of legitimate business practices; and when a similar condition 
is brought about in reference to the very commodities which we 
must eat, with which we must clothe ourselves, which we must 
have for our comfort and even for life itself, it will not be 
tolerated. Emergencies do not justify unconscionable profits. 

I know the sentiment of many of the Members of this body 
that Government regulation is a failure, Government price 
fixing is a failure, Government control of distribution is a 
failure, Government ownership is a failure. In God's name, is 
there no remedy for a situation like this? :Must we tell the 
people that under the American flag and under the American 
Constitution and under the laws of our Government, when an 
emergency arises everybody is licensed to profit where he will, 
how he will, and in whatever sums he may see fit to extort from 
the general public? Do you wonder that there is unrest and 
discontent in this country? Do you wonder that the masses 
of the people are beginning to lose confidence in the power of 
their Government to protect them against robbery and ex
tortion, against profiteering, against taking advantage of emer
gencies to raid their pocketbooks as they are being raided? 

Mr. President, the demand for coal for our industries and for 
domestic use is insistent and will grow more so as the winter 
months approach. There is hardly a city or village in the 
whole country where a shortage of coal is not now or will 
shortly be felt. Our coal resources are abundant. Whether 
operators or miners are responsible for the prevailing condi
tions, the general public will begin to care less and less, and 
will come to the inevitable conclusion that the coal industry 
is so organized in this country that it is no longer being con
ducted from motives of service but motives of greed and profit. 
Whether these motives are more pronounced in the operators 
than the miners will become immaterial. 

Hardly a year pa~es when we are not confronted with a 
contest and scramble as to who shall have the most of the 
profits of this business, the miners or the owners, and between 
these two conflicting interests the public is squeezed. 

Mr. President, I have talked longer than I intended. I want 
to protest--

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President--
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. LENROOT. I should like to ask the Senator, who is a 

'\tery distinguished lawyer, whether he believes there is not any 
remedy short of nationalization of coal? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I did not in
tend to convey the impression that the Secretary of Commerct 
misstated any fact when he said there was no legal remedy. 

J\1r. LENROOT. And none that Congress could afford short 
of nationalization? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Aye, sir ; I think there are 
many remedies. I say that to tell an indignant public, who 
have been gouged and robbed because of emergencies like this, 
that we are powerless, is absurd and ridiculous, is a blow at 
the freedom of our institutions and our capacity to promote 
the welfare ·and prosperity of ow· people. I believe the Gov-

ernment could step in and say : " Unless you sett:~ this strike 
unless you come together on· mutually satisfactory terms, rathe; 
than let our people suffer, rather than have our people 
profiteered upon, we propose to step in temporarily and con
duct this business." 

Mr. LENROOT. I agree '\';~th the Senator about that. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Not only that but the Gov

ernID:ent could steI? in and control the distribution of the supply, 
and it could step I~ and control the price; it could step in and 
take ho~d of the mrnes themselves, which is -a condition that we 
_are rapidly facing if the misadjustment that we find existing 
~ow. in the industry continues from year to year as it is con
tmumg year after year, due to--I am not trying to place the 
b.lame-selfishness or greed for profits of either miners or opera
tiv:es; but I say, as a representative of the public "I care not· 
private enterprise is failing to conduct this business satisfac: 
torily." 

Mr. LENROOT and Mr. SUTHERLAND addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LADD in the chair). Does 

the Senator from Massachusetts yield, and, if so, to whom? 
~Ir. "': ALSH of 1\Ia~sachusetts. I yield to the Senator from 

Wisconsm. · 
~r. LENROOT. I quite agree with the Senator's view, but 

I did _not know that the .sen~tor held .the vie~-I should be very 
glad if he can substantiate it-that m a crisis of this kind the 
Government has the power to step in and fix the price or compel 
operation other than by taking over 'the industry. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. It so happens, and men like the 
Senator, who are known to be on the alert to protect the inter
ests of the general public, ought to be all the more on the alert 
to. p~event an apparent abuse of power, because it happens in 
this mstance that the stepping in of Government authority to 
advise with the coal operators has resulted in this widespread 
and general increase in the price of coal which did not exist 
until June 1. 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Is the Senator yielding the floor? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. No; I am yielding for a 

question. I will yield the floor shortly. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. On what information does the Senator 

base his statement that there is a large increase in the price? 
The Senator has raised a scarecrow, and is fighting something 
that does not really exist. 

l\1r. WALSH of Massachusetts. I call to bear testimony to 
the accuracy of my statement the distinguished Senator from 
Idaho [l\fr. BORAH], who, with me, talked to three coal dealers 
day before yesterday. 

l\lr. SUTHERLAND. I talked to those same three. 
l\Ir. W A.LSH of Massachusetts. I call to support me two more 

coal dealers that I talked with this morning, who informed me 
that the price of bituminous coal up to May 30 was $1.75 
per ton. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator is entirely mistaken about 
that, and at the proper time I will give him the accurate figures 
to show what the price of coal was. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator now tell 
me what the price of bituminous coal was on April 1, the day 
of this strike? 

l\lr. SUTHERLAl~D. I have here the figures from April 3 
down to this date, the figures the Senator has been discussing 
most of the time, at the time when he alleges the price was so 
largely increased by the action of 1\lr. Hoover. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Is the Senator talking about 
spot prices? 

l\1r. SUTHERLAND. I am talking about the average coal -
prices of all kinds, the average market prices. These are of
fic ial figures , which the Senator can verify by reference to the 
Bureau of l\1ines: 
Week of April 3 __________ $2. 06 1 Week of May L---------- $2. 67 
Week of April 10--------- 2. 19 Week of May 8_ ___ _____ __ 2. 78 
Week of April 17 --- ------ 2. 23 Week of Ma y 15__________ 3. 16 
Week of Apr il 24___ ______ 2. 49 Week of May 22___________ 3. 67 

The Senator stated that the best grade of bituminous coal 
was selling at $1.75. I will say for the Senator's information 
and the information of the Senate that the average price of the 
best grade of coal-which, of course, is mined in West Vir
ginia-for the week of May 22 was $3.99. That includes all 
the lower grades of coal, screenings, and, also, domestic lump. 
The domestic lump coal from those grades of coal, which is the 
best grade of colll mined in the world, produced in my State, 
was selling at $5 and $6 a ton, and upon the holding of this 
conference which the Senator from Massachusetts is complain
ing about it dropped to $3.50 a ton, which shows that the Sena
tor is very much exercised about a condition that does not exist 
auu never has existed. 
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. l\Ir. President, unfortunately 

I get my opinions and views from the poor . consuming public, 
and not from the coal operators. I suppose they have a limited 
fund of information about the price of coal; but I did not 
expect from the Senator from West Virginia such confirmation 
of my argument, because, on his own statement, these coal op
erators, paying these cheap wages, without any increase in the 
cost of production, have increased to the American public the 
price of bituminous coal from $2 to nearly $4 per ton in two 
months. That is the conclusion from his own tatement. 

l\Ir. BORAH. l\lr. President--
1\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts~ I yield to the Senator from 

Idaho. 
l\Ir. BORAH. Mr. President, I was going to ay that, of 

com·se, I have no information about the price of this coal except 
that whicbt comes to me from men who are in po ition to know 
and can only misstate the facts willfully, because they would 
not misstate them through ignorance. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will state to the Senator that I talked 
to the very same men that he talked to and the Senator from 

• Massachusetts talked to and knew exactly how their state
ments, well intentioned as they are and representing a very 
small fraction of the business, are entirely misleading. 

l\lr. BORAH. It may be, l\Ir. President. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. The amount of domestic coal sold by 

retailers is about 10 per cent of the whole bituminous coal busi
ness. A few of tho e men out in Chicago have had contracts 
and are stiU enjoying the contractual price of $1.75 a ton, which 
wa fixed do' n in my State and other States at a time when 
there was absolutely no business. and to keep the mines going 
the coal wa old to them at a IMS. 

l\Ir. BORAH. Mr. President, I am not sufficiently informed 
as to all the details of this coal controversy at this time to 
state what the actual facts may be. I can only state that the 
information which has come to me came-voluntarily. The re
tail coal dealers sought us out, I pre wne, because we were 
members of the Committee on Education and Labor, and made 
their statements. For instance, there was a gentleman in my 
office this morning who is an officer of what is known as the 
American Wholesale Coal As ociation. They were in session 
on the 30th day of May in Detroit, Mich. They were also in 
session on the 31st day of l\fay, their entire association, from 
different parts of the country. This gentleman stated that 
upon the 30th day of May the members of tlfeir association 
were purchasing coal at three prices, according to the quality 
of the coal, ranging from $1.20 to $1.75 and $2.19, and that 
upon the 1st day of June, while they were still in session, the 
price having been agreed upon Washington telegraphed to 
Detroit, not only was the price raised upon them, but in some 
instances contracts were canceled, and they were compelled to 
pay $3.50 for that for wli1ch they were paying $1.20, $1.75, and 
$2.19. . 

I can only say that this gentleman has expressed his willing
ness to come forward and make a statement under oath before 
the committee. I am not in a position, under those circum
stances, to question the assertion. Other gentlemen called 
upon us day before yesterday and made similar statements 
with reference to their experience. 

I want to say before I sit down, because I am not going to 
enter into any di cu sion of this matter at this time, that if 
things are not adjusted, of course we will have an investiga
tion, so that we will know the facts, if the facts can be ascer
tained. I have assumed, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
has said, that it was the intention of the Secretary of Com
merce to put a maximum price upon the coal, and that they, 
after talh'ing with the coal operators, came to an agreement 
which was understood, as I understand, to be a maximum price 
of $3.50 at the mines. 

That, however, it was treated as a minimum price by the 
operators I do not think there is very much doubt. That it 
was not i.Iltended to be a minimum price I think is pretty 
apparent from all the circumstances; but the facts as they 
come to us are indjsputable that that which was regarded as a 
maximum price was immediately treated as a minimum price 
also, and ti:~ operators have not only notified those who were 
purchasing coal at $1.75 that they could not have it at that 
price, but these people state to us emphatically that contracts 
have been canceled, and that contracts which call for $1..75 
have been canceled, and they are now paying $3.50. To what 
extent that covers the country we are not able to say at this 
time, of course, having talked to the representatives of only 
two or three of these associations. 

l\Ir. NOURIS. Mr. President, I would like to ask thelSenator 
whether the meeting of the wholesale coal dealers' association 

.. 
at Detroit was at the sam:e time Secretary Hoover was in con
sultation here? 

Mr. BORAH, Yes; it was the same date. 
Mr. NORRIS. And the result of the conference here with 

Hoover was the sending of the telegrams to Detroit and -Other 
places to increase the price and cancel the contracts? 

Mr. BORAH. As the gentleman stated to me this morning, 
while they were yet in session at Detroit the result of the con
ference here was telegraphed to the dealers in Detroit, to wit, 
that the price had been agreed upon at $3.50 at the mine, and, 
as a result, they were immediately notified, as retailers, that 
the price of the coal which they had been paying these figures 
for was $3.50. · 

Mr. NORRIS. Was the idea conveyed that the dealers who 
were in session at Detroit were given to •understand that this 
agreement had governmental sanction? 

Mr. BORAH. No statement was made to me to the effect that 
they regarded it as governmental action. I think, however, that 
in all probability a construction was placed upon it to that effect, 
not by reason of anything that happened here but from the mere 
fact that a Government official was in conference. 

l\Ir. NORRIS. What excuse did they give for the cancellation 
of the contracts? As I understand it, these contracts were reg
ular legal contracts, enforceable at law. 

Mr. BORAH. It was so stated to me. 
Mr. NORRIS. I do not understand what excuse one party to 

a contract could give for arbitrarily violating it and changing 
the price. 

M:r. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, there is absolutely no 
basis for the statement that any contract was violated by these 
men, and I am sure the Senator misapprehends the situation, 
or bas been misled by the men who have been talking to him. 
Contracts for the sale of coal to wholesale dealers and retail 
dealers out in the cities of Detroit and Chicago are made upon 
the condition that they require adjustment each month ac
cording to market conditions. This conference was held on 
the 30th day of May. It perhaps is true that on the 31st day 
of .May the operators told their customers that in the ensuing 
month they would have to pay the market price, which, by 
agreement held to be in the public interest, and which was 
undoubtedly in the public interest, had been increased or would 
be increased, to $3.50. That was not a violation of the con
tract. It was pursuant to a contract thoroughly understood by 
these wholesalers and retailers. 

Mr. BORAH. I desire to ay to the Senator that when he 
states there is no foundation for the statement I am mak
ing--

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not say that. 
Mr. BORAH. He is himself greatly in error. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I say, Mr. President, that the Senator 

has been misinformed. 
Mr. BORAH. I have not been misled. I may have been mis

informed, but I understand the English language. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I say the Senator has been misin

formed, and he may have misunderstood. I do not say he did 
misunderstand, but he may have misunderstood. But he cer
tainly has been misinformed. His informants have not given 
him all the information in making to him a statement of that 
kind. The contracts with these men read that the price shall 
be adjusted from month to month, and that they shall pay ac
cording to the market price. Many of the contracts are con
tinuous, and those people are getting their coal at $1.75 a ton, 
or whatever price was named in the contracts. 

Mr. BORAH. Mr. President, these gentlemen also stated that 
the custom was to notify them upon the 25th of each month as 
to what the price would be the next month. Upon the 25th of 
l\fay they were not notified. The operators were awaiting the 
action which was anticipated here in Washington, so the usual 
custom was broken. They were not notified upon the 25th of 
May, and they were not notified until the conference adjourned 
here in Washington, and then they were notified, contrary to 
custom, on the first day of the month, instead of the twenty
fifth day of the month. 

As I said, there can not be any misunderstanding upon my 
part of the proposition. I am wholly unconcerned in the 
matter. I questioned them repeatedly as to the effect of the 
conference here, and I went as much as I could into the details 
as to wby they supposed they assumed to increase that which 
was intended to be a maximum to make it a minimum price. 
I know what has happened, if these men are telling the truth, 
and if they are not telling the truth, we will find it out later. 
But I have no reason to doubt the statements which they made. 
I am interested only in securing tbe facts and working out a 
solution, if possible, of this problem. 
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11r. SMOOT and Mr. SUTHERLAND addressed the Chair. 
Mr. W .ALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President--
Mr. Sl\IOOT. Will the Senator yield? 
l\fr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I will be through directly. 
M SMOOT. I think we ought to have some testimony from 

others than interested parties, other than either the coal pro
ducer or the purchaser. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. I wish the Senator would 
take his own time to make his statement. I can not yield at 
this time. I want to finish my statement, and then the Sen
ator can take the floor and make any statement he wants to. 

My statement that coal was being sold for $1.75 per ton is 
challenged. Of course, there are different g1·ades of bituminous 
coal selling at different prices. I referred to the average price 
of bituminous coal. If my statement is false, the telegram 
which I bold in my 

0

hand, from a man by the name of Phiney, 
of Boston, is false, for he informs me that they purchased 
bituminous coal in February and March for $1.75 per ton. 
There can not be any dispute about the fact that bituminous 
coal was selling at an average price, at the time of this strike, 
under $1.75 per ton, though there may have been a grade here 
and there that was bringing a )li.gher price than $1.75 per ton. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President--
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I want to finish. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I do not deny that there was some 

coal sold at $1.75, and some sold at less than $1.75. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That was all I was talking 

about. 
l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. Because these operators, in order to keep 

their men employed and having operated at a loss down there 
during a year or so, were still selling the coal at a loss. But 
tllat refers only to a very small fraction of the coal business. 

l\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I rose for the 
purpose of calling the attention of the country to the critical 
situation so far as the supply and price of coal are concerned. 
I have no quarrel with the coal operators. I have not attempted 
to fix the blame between the coal miners and the coal operators. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, the Senator certainly 
has made some statements that reflect very seriously upon the 
coal operators, and I think entirely without justification. 

i\Ir. WALSH of Massachusetts. Time will tell. Then I hope 
the Senator, when be rises on this floor, will state publicly that 
he will cooperate with the Senator from Idaho and myself in 
bringing the e operators here, putting them under oath, and 
finding out what they were charging in April, May, and June. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The coal operators of my State would 
welcome such an inquiry. They have nothing to fear from the 
fullest publicity in regard to their prices or any of the condi
tions of their business. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Then it gets down to this: 
The Senator from Idaho and myself have been misled, have 
been deceived, have been misinformed by our constituents and 
by men to whom the increased price of $3.50 per ton was di
rected after the meeting of May 30, and who have to face the 
public all over this country in asking $1.50 increase in the price 
of coal. We also were misinformed that coal, in consequence, 
has increased from $7 to $9. I think the gentlemen who con
ferred with us are as reputable, though perhaps not as wealthy 
or as influential, and are as public-spirited as are the coal 
operators of this country. Certainly they can have no self
ish interest. There can be ·no self-interest on the part of 
dealers who, knowing how powerful the lash of the coal oper
ators can be and is, come to Senators voluntarily and ask us, 
as public servants, to protest against a scheme and plan now 
in operation to extort from the people of this country a 100 per 
cent increase in the price of coal. l\Iy only interest is to stop 
this price increase and to try and direct public attention to 
what is going on. 

The Senator from Wisconsin asked me what remedy there 
was. The best remedy of all is publicity. Let us have a hear
ing. Let us call the roll, find out who these operators are, 
where they are located, what they have been selling their coal 
for, and how much they have been profiteering. That is the 
best means of all. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I suggest that we bring all other 
branches of business here and make the same inquiry in regard 
to all other branches of business. Why single out the coal 
operators? They are not more guilty of these things than are 
other business people. The coal operators are perfectly willing 
to submit to the same kind of an inquiry that is directed to 
other kinds of busine s. 

Mr. WALSH of Ma~sachusetts. It so happens that the coal 
operators, unlike any other business in this country that I know 
of, have been taken under cover by the administration and re
ceived the moral sanction of a Government official to increase 
the price of coal 100 per cent. 

If any other business in this country, whatever it may be, 
comes to Washington and gets the consent of any Cabinet officer 
or any Senator, or anyone else, to proceed immediately and in
crease its prices to the general public, then I say investigate it, 
too. But now we are dealing with the coal operators, and let us 
finish one at a time. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. President, the Senator must have 
watched the course of the coal market in 1920, when there was 
a shortage, and a sudden shortage, as the result of the strike 
called in the fall of 1919. The rumor of a shortage in coal 
largely operates in the same way that a run on a bank operates. 
You let the story be w.hispered about in this city that the 
strongest bank here is in a shaky condition, and that there is 
a scarcity of money in that bank, and you would destroy it. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Yes; but those who start 
and keep up the run do not get any more money as time 
goes on. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator thoroughly well knows 
that in 1920 there was a threatened shortage, just as there 
is now. The shortage is increasing every week. In 10 weeks 
the visible supply of coal-not a reserve supply, but the work-. 
ing capital in coal of a great many industries, wholesalers and 
others-will be wiped out ·at the present rate of consumption. 
The Senator must be familiar with what happened in 1920. 

The very wise and farseeing action just taken by the Secre
tary of Commerce was taken in order to prevent what happened 
before, and it was with the cordial cooperation of coal op
erators who might go out in the market to-day apd get six or 
eight dollars a ton and next week more, if they chose to do 
so, as other people do who are engaged in business when they 
take advantage of market conditions. Patriotically they have 
agreed to cooperate with Secretary Hoover in an effort to pre
vent such conditions as occurred in 1920. I do not know of 
another industry where the men engaged in it have so willingly 
subjected themselves to governmental suggestions of that char
acter to keep down prices, in the interest of the consuming 
public, as have the coal operators. 

Mr. CARA. WAY. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa

chusetts yield to the Senator from Arkansas? 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
Mr. CARA WAY. It seems that the Senator from Massachu

setts and the Sena tor from Idaho were misinformed and mis
led. In tead ·of being gouger , these coal operators came here 
to entreat the Government to prevent them from profiteering 
and to help them keep from raising their prices. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is exactly the case. 
Mr. CARAWAY. They were afraid the prices were going 

up, and they came here and asked the Governmnet to keep them 
from profiteering. 

Mr. CALDER. Mr. Pre ident, the Senator from West Vir
ginia has complained of the frequency with which the coal in
dustry is brought in here for discussion and why we do not 
drag in all the other businesses of the Nation. Is not the an
swer, in part, that this business is the one great necess ity of 
the people, next to the use of water? It is the thing all the 
people must have. . 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And the operators and 
miners are constantly in trouble. 

Mr. CALDER. I quite agree with the Senator from Massa
chusetts. It is the duty of the Congress .and the Government 
to secure accurate information concerning this most nece ary 
business and particularly to watch over and guard the people's 
rights in its operation. I agree with the Senator, too, tlrnt 
unless some remedy is found it will not be long bdore the 
universal demand of the country will compel the Congress w 
deal with this subject as they have with water, the other great 
fundamental necessity of the people. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. And the same result will follow in 
that ca&e that followed in the case of the railroads. We had 
Government regulation and control of the railroads for some 
years, and the Senator must know that we are paying double 
the cost for transportation, both of freight and passengers, 
on an average throughout the country. '.rhe inevitable result 
of governmental ownership or operation of coal ,,mines would 
be to vastly increase the cost of coal to the consumer. If 
the Senator wants to try that experiment, let him look, if he 
pleases, at what has already happened when the Government 
has taken hold of any kind of business and operated it. 

Mr. CALDER. It has not increased the pr~e of water. to 
the people. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The inevitable result is 
what?, You say the Government can not interfere, the ~ov
ernment can not regulate, the Government can not fix prices, 
the Government can not control distribution. Again you cry 
out, look at the railroads and see how they were mismanaged. 

• 
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The inevitable result is distrust upon the part of the people 

1
.irnment operation of the railroads. It is conceded pretty gen

in the capacity of their Government to protect them against 1-erally that Government operation of the railroads was a fail
extortion and against gross mismanagement of an essential ure. When the Government undertakes to operate the coal 
industry, essential to their very life and existence. mines or to regulate the price of the coal, which it failed to do 

It is absurd to say that we are powerless, that we can not du1ing the war satisfactorily to anybody, it will reach the same 
listen to complaints; that if we stand here and voice a protest deplorable result that it did in the case of the railroads when 
in a matter of vital interest to the consuming public we are it was wholly in charge of tlfem or when it was partly in charge 
to be charged with being too radical, charged with being op- of the fixing of their rates. 
pressors of industry and of coal operators. The real friends Mr. NORRIS. If the Government took the railroads or if 
of the operators are the people who are calling attention to the Government takes over the coal mines it is not because the 
the discontent of the people over the way the matter is being Government wants to do ~o. The Government took over the 
conducted and trying to find some reasonable remedy that will railroads in the war and the cost of operation increased, but it 
give a living wage to the miner and a decent and reasonable took them over when private operation absolutely failed and 
profit to the operators. laid down and said, " We can not ·do any better." I am not 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. President-- approving of Government operation during the war. I think 
Mr." WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield to the Senator from there were thousands of mistakes made. Perhaps the war 

Nebraska. would be sufficient excuse for those mistakes, but it is sufficient 
Mr. NORRIS. I want to pour a little oil on the troubled to say that the private owners, at the time the Government 

waters. I think this is just a misunderstanding here. The took ov~r the railroads, were on their backs helpless, and the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. SUTHERLAND] stated the fact, great railroad systems of the country were absolutely paralyzed 
or what be supposed to be a fact undoubtedly, that freight an~ the G~vernment _took them over to save its own life. 

-i.·ates have been doubled under Government operation. The Nobody is advocatmg that the Government operate the coal 
Senator like he said of another Senator bas been misinformed mines except as a necessity. I think, as the Senator from New 
by som~body. The Government turned' the railroads back to York [Mr. CALDER] has well said, we must have coal under our 
the private operators long ago, and it is while they have been ~ivilization and that we have reached a poin.t where it is as 
operating the milroads that the freight rates have been doubled. nnportant as water. The people must have it. They do not 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will say to the Senator that he must want the Government to take the coal mines, but if to save 
admit that Congress placed in the hands of the Iute{state Com- their lives it must be done, then it will be done and must be 
merce Commission full control over the rates of our transpor- done. I for one do not want the Government to operate the 
tation companies and if those rates have been increased, it coal mines, but before I will see the people freeze I will vote 
must have been by the sanction of the Interstate Commerce for a proposition to take possession of every coal mine in the 
Commission, which is acting as an agency of the Government. United States in the name of the Government and operate it 

Mr. NORRIS. Then the Senator cites, as an illustration fo1· in the name of the Government. We must protect the people, 
increased rates, Government ownership and Government opera- who must have coal in order to live. It would be just as bad 
tion of the railroads. It is a historic fact that this great in- to give to a private concern the control over the air we breathe. 
crease has come under private operation and private owner- We must have it. It is an absolute necessity, not because we 
ship of the railroads. want to, but because we must if we do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The Senator must know that that is Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator from Massachu-
the nearest approach to Government operation that we now setts permit an interruption? . 
have. We had absolute Government operation for a period of Mr.WALSH of Massachusetts. I yield. 
years during the war. · · Mr. KING .. I think pei~lrnps a wo~d ought to be said in reply 

Mr. NORRIS. A.rJ"1. wh~n the private parties got their rail- to my good friend from. Nebraska_ with respect to the ralJ.roads. 
roads back the first thing they did was to increase the rates. The Senator, !o use his express10.n, stat~s that t?e railroads 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. With the sanction of the Interstate were upon then· backs and 1mplo~mg or 1m~ortumng the G.ov-
Commerce Commission. ernruent to take them over. ~hat :n a sense is tru~, but I thmk 

l\Ir. NORRIS. 1 am only stating an historical fact to rebut all of the antecedent caus~s; m fau:ness to .tl~e railroads, ought 
the statement of the Senator from West Virginia. In giving to be sta!ed, and. the con~itions which prec1p1tated the collapse 
an illustration of how the Government destroys a thing, he of the railroads, if they did collapse, ~ught to be ad:erted to. 
said to look at the railroads; that the Government, operating . Mr. WALSH of Massa~hu~etts. Will .the Senator f~om Utah 
the railroads, doubled the rates. As a matter of fact the Gov- kmd~y take some one .else s trme than mme to do that. 
ernment" may be as bad as he thinks it is and full of sin and l\Ir. KING. Oh. very well. . . 
have many things to answer for on the judgment day, but the l\~r. W.~LSHf of l\lass3;chusetts. Id? not want to digress mt? 
great increase in freight rates came when the Government was a ~iscuss10n o the merits and demerits_ of Government owner-

not operating the railroads. . . . s~t .. President, there is no need of Government ownership. If 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. I will ask the Senat_or whether the m- the Government or one of its officials with authority gave notice 

creases were not made ~Y Government sanct10~? that within three months the coal strike- must be settled and 
Mr. NORRIS. ~rtamly they were made with the ap~roval coal produced for the consumers in America, and meant it, 

of Government officials. How. el~e would ~ey be made . thes~ coal strikes would be settled and there would be no need 
Mr. SUTHERL~. That 1~ Just the pomt. . of Government ownership or Government control. It is because 
lVIr. NOR:I.nS. Private parti~s wanted them mcreased .. !t there is nobody with the courage and the nerve to tell the 

was on theu demanq that the mcrease was made. They said operators that unless a settlement is made and the American 
to the Govern~ent officia?-s, "~e ;;ant ~o increase the rates," public sold the coal that they must have there will be some 
and t?e Government offic~als said Yes. Is the Sena tor con- drastic action taken. 
demnmg .Government offi.~ials because they .let the private own- Mr. SUTHERLAND rose. 
ers of .r~ilroads ~ave thell' way, .or what did he mean when he l\fr. w ALSH of Massachusetts. I am not only interested in 

bituminous coal, I am also concerned about anthracite, and I 
hope the Senator from West ·Virginia will not interrupt me 
when I . talk about anthracite, beca u.se I do not think they pro
duce it in West Virginia. 

was citing the increase of freight rates under Government 
operation? He has to concede that it was private operation 
even though Government officials did consent to it. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. The point I am making still holds that 
we have more nearly Government control of transportation in
terests than of any other business in the country. We had ab
solute operation of the transportation interests for a period dur
ing the war. It is true, as the Senator says, that since then the 
railroads have been turned back to private ownership, and the 
rates have been increased under private ownership, but always 
with Government sanction. 

Mr. NORRIS. What difference does that make? The pri
vate owners asked for the increase. It is private ownership. 
It is private operation. They got the consent of the Govern
ment officials to increase their rates. Is that an argument 
against Government operation or Government ownership or 
the Goverrunent taking charge of business when it enters intb 
the very vitals of the country and the people? 

Mr. SUTHER~ND. The Senator must be aware that we 
h[!ve been paying some very large bills that resulted from Gov-

· Anthracite is not being produced at all. What are you going 
to say to the people of Wisconsin and of Michigan and of 
Ohio and of Indiana, of the great Northwest, and what am I 
going to say to the people of New England this winter when 
they turn to me as their representative in the National Gov
ernment, and say "What are you doing to give us coal to 
keep our children from dying of cold and hunger and disease? " 
It is a serious matter, Mr. President, and tbat is why I do 
not think it is necessary. to apologize for taking so much time. 
A critical situation is here. Anthracite may not be available 
for purchase by a human being in New England after August 
1 next unless something is done, and yet we sit here powerless, 
with no authority, no law, nothing to be done except to tell 
our people " Go and die; go and suffer ; go and perish, because 
intelligence and good will is not being exercised by the miners 
and operators in the coal industry." 
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Government? Why, the people will be denouncing our Gov
ernment if we do not do something to stop this terrible traged . 
We must act. We must find out where the remedy is. Every 
Senator here ought to do his best to suggest some remedy or 
some solution of this problem. When it comes to bitum~us 
coal we ought to know why. the prices have been increased, if 
they have been increased, and we ought to take some- steps 
to prevent an operator in coal increasing his price simply 
because the production is falling off. 

Mr. President, I am sorry to have taken so much of the 
time of the Senate, and I apologize to the Senator in charge 
of the tariff bill. However, I want to ask for cooperation 
here. I want to ask, in the name of the 100,000,000 consumers 
of the country, some consideration. I want to stop this squeez
ing of the public between the operators and the miners. 

I do not know where the blame lies. I know that it is self
ishness and greed between one or the other. I know that we 
are all suffering and we are becoming impoverished and busi
ness is being injured and our people will soon be obliged to 
suffer because of a broken-dewn economic system in the coal 
industry. It is time to act; and I hope the result of our dis
cussion here this morning will lead the Committee on Educa
tion and Labor to summon these people here and find out the 
facts and take at least· the first step in the solution of this 
question, namely, the utmost publicity. 

You are deceiving yourselves, Senators, if you think an 
intelligent people will continue to stand idly by while this 
coal shortage and high prices go from bad to worse. The 
public is going to demand in the conduct of industries of this 
kind which produce the essentials of life that motives of serv
ice be superior to motives of profit. The public is going to 
demand that good will and intelligence be invoked in the coal 
industry in order tbat the public may have the coal industry 
organized for service and not for profiteering. If such an 
organization can be brought about, private enterprise will be 
secure; and those who say that private enterprise is break
ing down will find themselves without followers. But if 
an organization founded upon the necessity and importance of 
service is not immediately set up it is inevitable that the coal 
industry will sooner or later be taken out of the hands of 
private industry. The people will have to mine coal for them-

. selves when the coal industry fails them. 
Mr. SUTHERLAND. Mr. Pre8ident, I hold no brief for the 

coal operators of my State or any other State. I realize that 
; it is one of the largest industries in my State, the largest in

dustry, perhaps, and that the prosperity of my State largely 
depends upon it. I am as much interested in the prosperity of 
the industry because of the men who labor in it, who work in 
the mines, and because of the interest that all our banking 

. institutions and our commercial institutions of every kind have 
in it, as I am because of any interest of any coal operator, and 
much more so. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has made some reflections, 
and some other Senators have joined in those reflections, in a 
sense, upon the _action of the Secretary of Commerce in calling 
the conference of coal operators in order to make some arrange
ment by which a reasonable limitation could be put upon the 
price of this essential product. There was a preliminary con
ference held by the Secretary of Commerce and various ·coal 
operators. As a result of that preliminary conference a con
siderable decrease was immediately made in the price of coal, 
amounting to about 50 cents a ton. At the suggestion of Presi
dent Harding, a larger conference was held, participated in 
by many coal operators from all over the country. I regard 
the action of the President and the Secretary. of Commerce in 
calling that conference as certainly justified by the experience 
of the country rmder similar conditions two years ago, and as 
being in the interest of the con8umers of coal If temporarily 
they might, in some instances almost abruptly, have to pay an 
increased price for coal, in the long run, if the strike continues 
any length of time, they will be vastly the gainers because the 
price will be steadied. Quite a quantity of coal has been sold 
at $1.75 per ton; some of it has been sold as low as $1.10 per 
ton. / 

I call the attention of Senators to a portion of the speech 
made by Secretary Hoover before the coal operators upon the 
subject of the prosperity or the lack of prosperity in the coal 
industry. He said: 

I have some Jjttle knowl~dge, perhaps, of the situation in the coal 
indm;try as i t bas existed during the past 12 months. I am fully 
aware that the indus try as a whole has operated without profit and, 
perhaps, even at a loss : that prices to the public have been unduly 
low, o far as the mine operator is concerned.; that differences in. pl'ices 
of 10 cents or 15 cents or 20 ceuts a ton make the difference between 
profi t arid loss in conl production. The public does n<>t realize, I be
Heve, that tbese are t he margins for which the operator must contend~ 

, . 

I ~ sorry the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. WALSH] 
has disappeared from the Chamber when I am reading these 
facts as stated by the Secretary of Commerce, one of the wise, 
strong men of the country, who is internationally known, a very 
thorough student of economic conditions, who, after a personal 
examination into the facts regarding this industry, makes these 
statements. 

The fact is that the coal operators, as a class, have been 
losing money during the past year; that they have been operat· 
ing at a loss. Many of them have not been able to run their 
mines at all during the past year, or they have been able to 
run them to but a very limited extent; some of them for only 
two or three days a week. So, at a time when there is some 
resumption of business these men should be alfowed such a return 
for their coal as will pay their fixed charges during the time 
wh~n the coal bus~ess was slack. If there is ·any way by 
which the coal busmess may be steadied so that it may run 
uninterruptedly and evenly during the entire year, no one will 
welcome such a condition more readily than will the coal 
operators; but the very nature of the business is such that 
it is probably impossible to do that. 

I think a great deal of the criticism in this body and else
where in the country arises from a lack of understanding of 
the conditions that surround the coal business. The coal 
operator must invest a very large sum of money. In the first 
place, if he goes into the State of West Virginia or Pennsyl
vania or some other State and buys coal land of high quality 
he must l{RY anywhere from $100 to $2,500 an acre for it. 
If a shaft is neede? to develop the coal, it requires a very larg~ 
outlay of money m order to prepare the underground work
ings, to place the mines in operation, and bring a sufficient 
quantity of coal to the surface to enable the operator to meet 
his fixed charges. Even in the case of a drift mine it takes 
a considerable sum of money if all the modern appliances fo1· 
producing coal in an economical manner are furnished and 
used. .Also, the hazards of the business are great and very 
costly. It is undoubtedly true that coal has been selling dur
ing the past several months, np to the 1st of April and until u 
recent date, and under existing contracts is still being sold in 
places, at figures below the cost of production. 

I attempted to give to the Senator awhile ago the average 
market prices of coal. These figures are official, running over 
a period of eight weeks and showing a •somewhat steady in
crease of price, as the Senator states, bu.t the Senator must 
consider the question, as a sensible, practical man. I know 
the Senator is entirely patriotic in his efforts, but he, of course, 
looks at the matter solely from the standpoint of the consuming 
public in l\!assachusetts. I know that he does not want to do 
an injustice to anyone; I have the fullest confidence in his 
patriotism and in his sense of justice and fairness; but the 
Senator must know as a practical man that,. as in the cal!!e of any 
other marketable commodity, when the quantity of coal above 
ground decreases and a constant shrinkage appears to be 
inevitable the price will correspond and will steadily increase. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will the Senator permit au 
interruption? 
Mr~ SUTHERLAJ\TD. I will. 
:Mr. WALSH of :Massachusetts. I understood the Senator to 

say that the coal operators were for some period of time prior 
to April 1 mining bituminous coal at a financial loss. 

lUr. SUTHERLAND. I did say so, and that is absolutely the 
fact. 

Hr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Will - the Senator state 
whether or not they are still mining coal at a loss? 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. The Senator must know that a very 
large number of mines all over the country and in my State 
are entirely shut down, that many others are only running a 
part of the time. 

1\!r. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am confining my question 
to those which are now producing bituminous coal and whom I 
charge with increasing substantially the prices of bituminous 
coal. Are they still mining coal at a loss? 

Mr. SUTHER~ND. 1: take it that the coal operators who 
are now mining coal in quantity are not producing at a loss. I 
hope they are not producing at a loss, for they should not pro
duce at a loss. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. How long previous to April 1 
were they producing coal at a loss? 

l\ir. SUTHERLAND. During the entire year preceding April 
1, as the Senator knows, busineBs conditions were such that the 
mines were not steadily emplo;ved. There was a strike on part 
of the time, and there was disturbance in some fields and busi
ness conditions were such that the mines could not be steadily 
employed ; the price of coal was down, and many of them were 
worked at a loss. 
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Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. But the strike in the union

ized coal fields has resulted in bringing prosperity and financial 
gain to all the operators in the nonunion fields. 

l\Ir. SUTHERLAND. I will say, 1\1r. President, that under 
ordinary conditions the coal in my State is of such a superior 
quality that the mines there operate, no matter how many other 
States may be mining coal, and the mines of West Virginia will 
get their share of the business if all the other States are min
ing coal; but they should not, and they do not, mine coal at a 
loss except when business conditions are paralyzed, as they 
have been during the past year, but the business is done nor
mally upon a very close margin of profit. 

The Senator from Massachusetts referred to an instance of 
the price of coal being $1.75 a ton. I know the Senator thought 
that was a fair instance, but that price is not representative at 
all; in fact, it is an exceptional price, made, no doubt, when the 
mines were only running on short time, when they were kept 
going, even at a loss, in order that the miners might be em
ployed and their families might not suffer, and in order that 
the men might not leave and go to other occupations. However, 
the coal that was sold at such a price in the various markets 
would amount to about only 10 per cent of the product. By 
far the larger quantity of coal is sold in a large way upon yearly 
contracts ; and because coal is of such character and balk that 
it can not be conveniently stored in qualltity, it must flow evenly 
from week to week and month to month in order to keep the 
boilers going. It is almost impossible for ·anyone, however 
wise he may be, to foresee from time to time for several months 
ahead what the demands of business will be. 

It is true that the price of coal has increased somewhat dur
ing the 8 or 10 weeks since April 1, but that increase was 
due to the inevitable law•of commerce and trade, as universal 
in its application as the world is wide, that when the supply of 
a given commodity is constantly becoming less the price tends 
to increase. Of com·se, some of· the coal operators who have 
suffered losses during the past year have naturally been trying, 
as human beings will do, to recoup their losses and get on the 
other side of the ledger. 

As I said awhile ago, the average price of the best grade of 
smokeless coal during recent weeks has been $3.99 per ton. 
Some of the domestic lump coal-and I am referring, of course, 
to the fancy smokeless variety, which is almost as good as an
thracite coal for ordinary purposes-has been selling at from 
$5 to $6 a ton. 

According to the statement of the Secretary of Commerce 
that there are above ground now only about 32,000,000 tons 
of coal, if these supplies are being depleted at the rate of about 
3,000,000 tons a week it can be seen that in 10 weeks, at about 
the time when stocks of coal at the head of the Lakes and in 
New England should be almost at their maximum, we will be 
faced with an absolute shortage of coal in all the warkets of 
this country. Then we know what will happen. With winter 
approaching and the time at hand in the fall when the railroads 
begin to move the crops, inevitably a car slwrtage will result. 
If, happily, the coal strike should terminate, as I hope it may, 
there would then be a scramble for coal ; coal would be brought 
to pit mouths in such quantities that the railroads would be 
hard pressed to handle it ; in fact, they could not handle it ; 
it would be impossible for the railroads of the country at that 
time to transport sufficient coal to make up for the lack of pro
duction and distribution of coal during the summer months. 

The Secretary of Commerce has foreseen that at that time 
there would be a scramble for coal which would cause a sky
rocketing of prices and result in injustice to industries and to 
the private consumers of coal. Therefore he very wisely sought 
to prevent that situation arising. The coal operators \Yere 
called in conference with him to devise some way, not to in
crease their profits, as has been alleged on this floor, but to de
crease their profits and to steady their business, and, in order 
to prevent public criticism, which would be unjustified, they 
have agreed that the price determined upon would be fair on 
the average under presept conditions, and that price will be 
adhered to and the consumer of coal in the long run will be 
the gainer. 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, will the Senator permit a ques
tion? 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I yield. 
Mr. KING. Does not the Senator believe that the policy 

adopted by Mr. Hoover is going to act to the disadvantage of 
the retail \endor of coal and to the public? I say the public in 
order to differentiate them from the li.ndustries and from the 
railroads. 

The Senator knows that perhap from 15 to 20 per cent of 
the bituminous product is consumed by the public, and that the 
residue, perhaps 80 or 85 per cent, is consumed by the railroads 
and the industries. Mr. Hoover seems to have been very much 

concerned about the prices to be paid by the railroads and the 
industries, but it occurs to me--and I can not say that I have 
a matured judgment upon the matter-that _ he has been too 
indifferent to the needs of the public and to the results of his 
policy upon the consuming public. He expects the retailers to 
meet these increases, and to sell to the public the coal which 
is allotted to them at the same prices which they would have 
charged when they were buying the coal under existing con
tracts for perhaps from $1.75 to $2, or thereabouts, per ton. 
He expects them to absorb all o.f these differences. They will 
have now to pay $3.50 for their coal which they contracted to 
1'UY for $2 or thereabouts, or $1.75; and he expects them to 
sell to the public when they pay $3.50 a ton at the same rate 
as when they paid $2 or $1.75 a ton. It seems to me that l\Ir. 
Hoover bas not bad sufficient consideration for the public and 
has been a little too much concerned about the industries and 
the railroads. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is exactly the situation. 
Mr. S"GTHERLAND. Mr. President, I was not present at 

the conference, but I have no doubt that the Secretary will 
take fully into consideration the facts with reference to that 
phase of the subject. As stated a while ago, many of those 
wholesalers have continuing contracts which are still in force 
at the same price. This increase in price affects a margin of 
5 oi: 10 per cent, a very small quantity, which was under con
tract in such a way that adjustments monthly were made of the 
price to be paid. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, can the Senator explain why 
the price of coal on l\fay 22, 1922, was considerably higher 
than it was on June 5, 1922? • 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. That shows the effect of this confer
ence. 

l\Ir. Sl\IOOT. For instance, I want to call attention to the 
fact that the wholesale price of coal f. o. b. the mine at 
Kanawha, W. Va., on l\Iay 22, 1922, was $3.25. On June 5 the 
same coal was $3. The wholesale price of coal at Logan, 
W. Va., on l\Iay 22, 1922, was $3.25; on June 5 it was $2.85. 
The wholesale price of coal at Fairmont, W. Va;, on l\lay 22, 
1922, was $3.50, and on June 5 it was $2.85. 

Mr. SUTHERLAJ.~D. That shows quite clearly that there 
has been a very determined effort on the part of the coal 
operators as well as the Secretary of Commerce, in spite of 
the opportunity that these conditions afford for taking from 
the public profits which are very much needed by these men to 
recoup them for losses sustained in the past year or so, so as 
to steady this business and to maintain a uniform price. I 
myself, upon every occasion when I have met coal operators 
from my State or other States, have told them that I thought 
they ought to take such action as would prevent a runaway coal 
market such as we had in 1920, and they have, I think, almost 
uniformly been of that opinion. 

I know, as we all know, that many of these men, like men 
in other industries, object strongly to governmental interfer
ence. Some of these men came to that conference with speeches 
in their systems, and e:X:pected to deliver them, against the pro
posal of Mr. Hoover; but l\Ir. Hoover's attitude was so fair 
and patriotic that these men succumbed, and in tire place of 
hostility he provoked only the most QOrdial cooperation on the 
part of these men. I believe that his action was wise, and that 
the consumer ultimately will be vastly the garner, and I do 
not think there is anything that anybody need to fear, l\Ir. 
Hoover or anybody else, from the most searching investigation 
into the facts in this case. In fact, if more of the Senators 
will inquire carefully into the fundamental conditions ur
rounding the coal industry, I think that a great deal of the 
criticism which is heard here and voiced in the public press 
will disappear. 

There are many great difficulties in regard to producing and 
marketing and distributing coal in a manner that is satisfac
tory all around. Nobody understands that or appreciates it 
quite so much as the coal operator does. I have been closely 
associated geographically with the coal business. I have not 
any money invested in it. I have not a dollar invested in it, 
but I do know how the business is conducted. Ifor some years 
I was in the business myself. I served as a clerk at a coal 
mine when ·1 first went into West Virginia, and manifested- the 
coal out, and I have been around the mines. For 10 years or 
more I was directly engaged in the business, and therefore I 
know something about the conditions that surround it. There 
are many costs and hazards connected with that business that 
the people generally do not know, and the men engaged in it 
are entitled to a fair return to them for the great huzaru that 
there is in the business. 

Now and then we hear of some great calamity that occurs 
at some mine. We read in the morning paper that an explo
sion has occurred in a mine by reason of the accumulation of 
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gases. Every device that is possible to detect these things ls 
used. Re earch departments are carried on by many of these 
coal operators in an effort to improve all the conditions con
cerning the workability of these mines; and yet few of us 
understand, or think, or care, that connected with such an 
explosion, in addition to the loss of valuable lives-which, of 
course, is the first consideration-there is a tremendous prop
erty loss, involving, perhaps, the total destruction of hundreds 
of thousands of dollars' worth of property. Somehow or other, 
those chances of loss must be carried by the industry itself, 
and these losses that are sustained in the ordinary operation of 
the business must be carried by the business, just as they are in 
other businesses. • 

Mr. KING. Mr. President, the coal situation is one which 
must be dealt with in a rational and sane manner. It pre
sents rather c-0mplex features and involves many factors. 
Because of the importance of coal to the lives and welfare of 
the people, the question becomes acute whenever a shortage of 
coal is threatened. There are so many angles to the matter 
and so many factors to be considereO. that a coal-shortage con
dition presents a most serious situation. It can not be dealt 
with in an hysterical manner, nor without due regard to- all 
parties involved. There are hazards in the coal business, as 
stated by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. SUTHERLAND], 
and it is probably true that some bituminous operators in the 
past made no profits. However, that fact would not justify 
extortionate prices for coal needed by the public. It would be 
highly improper, if not unmoral, for coal operators to expect 
within a few months to recoup by charging extortionate prices 
all their losses over a period of years. 

There are, perhaifs, 10,000 bituminous coal mines in the 
United States, 7,000 actively operating when no strikes are in 
progress. Perhaps five or six thousand of these mines, if op
erated continuously, would produce sufficient bituminous coal 
to meet the requirements of the domestic market. Undoubt
edly there are too many mines for the need.B of the people. If 
all were operated one-half of the time there would be more 
bituminous coal produced than the market In the United States 
demands. Under these conditions many properties have been 
idle for months in each year, and some mining companies have 
been unable to meet the competition encountered. Owing to 
the shutting down of many mines during a part of each year 
ten of thousands of miners have been without work for like 
periods each year. 

Many persons have engaged in the c<>al-operating business 
without experience or knowledge of the trade or the risks and 
hazards of the enterprise. There have been many conditions 
which have contributed to confusion and lack of stability and 
to violent fluctuations and disturbances in all branches of the 
coal business. This has reacted to the injury and disadvantage 
of the operators, the employees, and the public. The time has 
come when there should be greater stability and uniformity in 
this great industry. 

If a considerable part of the employees in the coal business 
were to seek employment in other activities it would tend to 
solve the problem. 

By that I mean that so long as hundreds of thousands of 
men are at the coal mines, and are able to obtain work but a 
few days each week, conditions will be unsatisfactory. It 
would be much better if those who are employed had constant 
employment at good wages-living wages---than to have thou
sands unemployed during much of the ti.me. The situation 
mu t be changed, and the roal operators and their employees 
must enter into some plan to relieve the country from the 
strikes and lockouts and troubles which so often exist and which 
so seriously affect the public. 

It has been said that many men prefer work in coal mines 
rather than in other industries, and that results in the over
crowded conditions in coal-mine districts. Be that as it may, 
there must be some method adopted that will furnish reasonably 
continuous employment to those who are employed in the dig
ging of coal. During the war the demand for coal increased 
and, of course, there was profitable employment for a larger 
number of p~rsons. 

U has been difficult to secure readjustments since the war 
in most industries. That has been especially true of the coal 
industry. Unfortunately, when the Government had control, 
under Doctor Garfield, disarrangements of fields of sales re
sulted. Mines at great expense, for instance, had developed 
a market in a given State or in a given section of the country. 
The Government agencies paid no attention to the markets that 
had been developed at great expense by many of the coal oper
ators, and diverted their coal to other fields. When the Gov
ernment released control many of these operators found that 
their markets were gone; the Government had diverted their 

coal into other avenues and other markets and they were com
pelled to seek other markets or to regain their old markets, 
which in the meantime had been preempted by other coal oper
ators and other vendors. The entire coal busine was disar
ranged, as were all of our industries, as the result of the war. 
We should approach the consideration of this subject calmly 
and dispassionately, with a desire to deal justly with the oper
ators, the employees, and the public. W~ should have all the 
facts before -us before any action is taken. The situation may, 
become so serious as to call for the assertion of Federal author
ity ; therefore we must be fully advised and proceed upon safe 
and legal and constitutional lines. 

I am inclined to think that Mr. Hoover-and yet I do not 
wish to criticize him-was rather too precipitate in the arrange
ment which he made. 

I think he ought to have called in the public and the retail 
dealers and conferred with them as well as with the whole
salers and the operators before be fixed the price of $3.50 a 
ton. The d ifficulty is that many of the retailers had executory 
contracts for $1.75 to $2 per ton. Now they are compelled to 
go out and buy coal at $3.50 a ton. 

They had advertised to the public that there would be a 
reduction in the retail price of coal. Now, they can not fulfill 
their promises and this will provoke public resentment and 
prove very injurious to the retail coal dealers. It will not 
only injure them financially but it will result in a loss of con
fidence in them "by the public. Instead of the public getting 
coal for the prices named tbey will be compelled to pay more 
than they paid before. I have no doubt that Mr. Hoover's 
purpose was to stabilize and, as the Senator aid, to prevent 
a runaway market, but I believe that he did not fully consider 
all elements involved. 

But, Mr. President, I do not think there is any necessity for 
the Government seizing the coal mines any more than there is 
a necessity for the Government to seize the railroads. I be
lieve that tbe controversie will be adjusted and that the public 
will soon be relieved from the fear of a coal shortage. Of 
course, a situation might a.rise calling for drastic action, but 
such conditions are not present. 

I stated on tbe floor of the Senate a few days ago that before 
the war the coal operators sold coal at the mouth of the 
mine cheaper in the United States than in any other country, 
in the world, unle it was Great ;Britain. Think of coal at 
the mines at 95 cents a ton, and from that to $1 and $1.10 a 
ton. That was the a\"'erage of pre-war prices, as I recall. 
I am speaking of the bituminous coal only. The coal opera
tors in the main were men of skill, and they practiced econo
mies that enabled them to produce coal very cheaply. I am 
advised that many coal operators obtained but small returns 
upon their investments, and that many never paid dividends 
upon the.capital stock of their companies. Others, because of 
the large coal measures, the cheapness of opel'ation owing to 
their geographical situation and thei proximity to markets, 
and because of railroad advantages and other factors which 
enter into tbe cost of production, were enabled to produce their 
coal cheaply, and at the ordinary market prices were enabled 
to reap handsome rewards. But I think, taking it by and 
large, the bituminous coal operator of the United States have 
not made, upon the capital investment, a larger retul'n than has 
been made in the other industries. 

Of course, there are profiteers in the coal business, as there 
are profiteers in every business. There are profiteering lawyers, 
prp:fiteering doctors, profiteering merchants, profiteering labor
ers. Profiteers will exist so long us selfishness and greed and 
cupidity are attributes and characteristics of the human heart, 
and we will all possess them to a greater or less degree until 
the blessed millenial area shall dawn upon us. 

When we discuss this whole question, or legislate upon this 
question, let u address ourselves to it or legislate upon it in 
a sane and wise manner. 

I hope that a speedy adjustment will b~ made of the contro
versies now existing that will prove entirely satisfactory to the 
mine owners and to the employees. We want an intelligent, 
happy, contented, and patriotic people, and there must exist a 
spirit of amity and fellowship between the employees and the 
employers in all lines of business. Labor must be properly re
warded and its contribution to the wealth of the land must be 
recognized. The dignity of labor must be appreciated, and 
there must arise a mutual feeling of respect and confidence be
tween all classes-employers and employees-capitalists and 
those who create weal.ii with sweat of their brow and the 
labor of their hands. 

A moment ago I interrupted the Senator from Nebraska, and 
was not able to conclude the sentence which I intended to com
plete respecting the seizure of the railroads during the war. In 
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my op1mon, we could have avoided that step. I admit it is a 
moot question. No two men will agree when they argue the 
pro and cons of the railroad seizure, as to the wisdom of it. 
In my opinion, which is, of course, very unimportant, if Con
gress had permitted the railroads to c-0operate and collaborate 
for the period of the war, relieving them from the penalties of 
the Sherman antitrust law, and had enabled them to provide 
capital to meet their operating expenses and mo.st imperative 
improvement and requirements there would have been no oc
casion for taking over the railroads. 

The Government of the United States closed every avenue for 
procuring money for investment or improvement purposes. It 
would not permit schoolhouses to be erected. We denied the 
right of counties and cities to issue bonds for municipal im
provements, because the Government was commandeering all 
available capital for war purposes. 

When the raill·oads were denied opportunity to borrow money 
in the markets because the Government had made demands for 
all available capital, of course they were helpless. When we 
talk about the inefficiency of the railroads and their inability 
to function during the war and prior to the period of seizure 
by the Government, we must take into account, in all fairness, 
the conditions which brought about the situation. The Gov
ernment was responsible for the inability of the railroads to 
properly function. 

If we had done as I have indicated, in my opinion the rail
roads would have met the situation, and there would have been 
no necessity for the Government taking them over. Moreover, 
under the operations of the War Department and the other de
partments of the Government, the railroads had but limited 
control of their own operations. Even before the Government 
seized them, on account of the priority orders the · railroads 
were unable to meet the demands made upon them by the 
public. If cars were ordered by a private person for the ship
ment of his potatoes, of his cattle, 01· any other products, the 
railroads might promise to deliver them, but the next day the 
Government might seize the cars or issue a priority order 
which would prevent the railroad from furnishing the cars 
pursuant to contract. Of course under such a situation it was 
impossible for the railroads to proceed in the ordinary way, 
and in the end the Government took pos~ession of them and 
operated them for many months. 

During the period of Government operation it increased the 
wages enormously. It increased the freight and passenger rates 
and the Pullman rates. Then it superimposed upon the rail
roads heavy burdens to the extent of hundreds of millions of 
dollars, which have not yet been liquidated, and when the 
raill·oads were turned back to the owners there were burdens 
upon them, disadvantages and inequalities, which will take 
many years to straighten out. 

So in the consideration of these questions we must endeavor 
to be fair and to be just and weigh all matters with the pur
pose of reaching correct conclusions. 

Mr. LENROOT. lllr. President, if this strike continues an
other 30 days, I believe the wisdom of Secretary Hoover will 
be demonstrated to the country. The operators are. but human, 
and unless there be some agreement upon their part, when this 
shortage actually does come, we will find coal going to seven, 
ejght, nine, and ten dollars a ton again, as it did in 1920. 

But the matter of the .price of coal is not the all-important 
question at this time, and the people of my State, the people 
of all of the Lake States, and of the States tributary to the 
Lakes, are in a very different position with respect to this 
question than the people of the East. We can not wait until 
the 1st of October to have this strike settled without our people 
freezing next winter. We can not wait even until the 1st of 
September to have the strike settled without the people of the 
great Northwest suffering great hardship not only in the short
age of coal but in other ways. The acute question is the set
tlement of the strike, and I do not at all agree with the Senator 
from Utru1 that we must not think of the Government ta.1.-..ing 
over the mines and operating them if the strike is not settled. 

The Senator speaks of our being careful to follow sane and 
wise legislation in dealing with the subject. The purpose of 
my questions to the Senator from Massachusetts this morning 
was to draw out whether it was his opinion, as it was mine, 
that under the present state o~ the law there is nothing effec
tual the Government can do, aside from giving publicity to the 
matter, in dealing with this question short of operating the 
mines. For Congress to attempt to do something that the 
courts will hold Congress has not the power to do is meTely 
making a bad situation worse. 

Neither would I have the men who are on strike assume, be
cause of the strictures that have been made upon the operators 
to~day, that in case it does become necessary for the Govern-

ment to take over the mines and operate them, the men have 
thereby won their strike. As the Senator from Massachusetts 
has indicated, the public is concerned in this question, and it is 
too true that neitbe1· the operator nor the miner is very much 
concerned about the consumer, so far as this question is con
cerned. The miner should understand that it is as much his 
duty to come to a reasonable compromise with the operator as 
for the operator to understand that it is his duty to come to a 
reasonable compromise with the miner, and if they shall not 
do that within the next 30 days I believe it is the duty of this 
Government to serve notice to all interests that unless they do 
settle the strike the Government will take possession of a 
sufficient number of the mines and run them to make up the 
shortage, not yielding to the demands of the miner, but, after 
a fnir tribunal bas been created or appointed by some compe
tent authority to find out what a reasonable wage is, to state 
that that is the wage that will be paid by the Government, and 
if the miners are not willing to accept that wage there are 
enough patriotic Americans who will. 

The Senator fr<>m Nebraska suggested that if the strike is 
not settled we ought to take over every coal mine in the United 
States. If this coal strike is not settled, I hope that will not 
be done. If this coal strike is not settled, there should be just 
enough mines taken over to furnish the needs of this country, 
and both the operator and the miner should understand that it 
the Government does take over some mines in order to avoid 
this crisis, neither the operato1· nor the miner will necessarily; 
profit by that transaction. 

One of the operators told me not very long ago that they, 
were indifferent whether the Government took over their mines, 
that they would get a good price for them, anyway. If the 
Government took over just enough mines to fill immediate needs 
and thereafter it became necessary to take over all the mines, 
the price that woul<l be paid a few years from now would not 
be nearly as great as it would be to-day. 

So, Mr. President, because of the acute situation which does 
exist and which to my mind fully justifies the discussion this 
morning, I believe that it ought to be understood by both the 
operators and the miners that the Government, in the interest of 
the people, is not going to lie helpless indefinitely, and that it 
will take such measures as may become necessary in the in
terest of the people of the United States. 

THE TARIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con· 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide revenue, to regu .. 
late commerce with foreign countl'ies, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McLEAN in the chair). 
The Secretary will state the pending amendment to the amend· 
ment of the committee. 

The READING CLERK. The pending amendment is the amend
ment of the junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. W .ALSH}, 
on page 83, line 21, in the language proposed to be inserted by 
the committee, to strike out: 

Cash registers and parts thereof, 25 per cent ad valorem. -
Mr. UJ\TDERWOOD. Mr. President, before the vote is taken 

I desire to say a few words in reference to cash registers. I 
listened with some interest last night to the brief which the 
chairman of the committee had read into the record in justift
cation of the action of the committee in taking cash registers 
off the free list, as they are under the existing law and as 
provided for in the bill as passed by the House and sent to the 
Senate and taxing them one-fourth of their value, 25 per cent. 
I shall not read all of the article, but there are some matters 
of interest to which I will call attention. 

The article presented by the chairman of the committee just 
before we took a recess last night was a brief by Mr. H. A. 
Savage, representing the St. Louis Cash Register Co. and the. 
.American Cash Register Co. He starts out by. saying: 

Wben the existing tariff laws were passed by C<>ngress, there was but 
one financially strong cash reg-IBter manufacturer in the United States, 
namely, the National Cash Register Co., ot Dayton, Ohio. That com· 
pany enjoyed what am(mnted to almost a complete monopoly of the 
cash-register industry. That tariJ'l' act imposed no import duty upon 
cash regi ters, with a view, no doubt, of encouraging foreign competi
tion and thus protecting the merchants of the United States against 
the very high prices charged by the one manufa.cturer above referred to. 

That is a fair statement of the conditions which existed when 
the present law was enacted. There was at that time prac
tically but one cash-register company in tbe United States. It 
not only had a monopoly of practically all the business of mak
ing cash registers in the United States but to a large extent it 
controlled the foreign market. At that time, if :r rec-0llect aright, 
under the former Republican law cash registers fell under what 
was known as the basket clause of the machinery paragraph. 
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and I think were taxed 45 per cent ad valorem. But the com
mittee in 1913, recognizing the fact that this company was a 
monopoly and a recognized monopoly, that it was so powerful 
that it not only controlled the business at home but was able 
to enter the markets of the world and in- many lands control 
tlle cash-register business of foreign countries, concluded that 
it would only be a sham to continue a tax on the product at 
the customhouse and so it was placed on the free list. 

In the face of the fact that the cash-register business llas 
about doubled in the eight or nine years during which the pres
ent law bas been on the statute books, and that many citizens 
have gone into the busine and invested their money under 
free-trade conditions, it seems to me quite remarkable that the 
committee should not only want to overthrow existing law but 
overthrow the action of the House of Representatives, which, 
I I1ave no doubt, gave careful consideration to the matter. 

I have great respect for the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee of the House, under whose guidance the pending bill 
wa primarily written, but I never heard anyone charge l\fr. 
Fo&n "EY with being a low-tariff man. I served on the Ways 
and l\feans Committee with him for many years and I never aw 
the time when he was not willing to vote for a protective tariff 
at all times and on all commodities where there was any ju tifi
.cation at all. Yet the committee under his guidance in the 
House refused to put a tax on cash registers. 

'.rbe only justification the Finance Committee of tlle Senate 
seem to ha>e, so far as they have pre ented their ca e to the 
Senate, for changing the bill and putting a tax of 25 per cent 
on cash registers, is that certain independent manufacturers of 
cash registers have come to them and asked for tile tax. I have 
seen no testimony to indicate what is the <liffereuce in cost of 
production here and abroad except the loose statement of people 
that it is very much less in Germany than it is in America, which, 
of course, means nothing. Men may make statements of that 
kincl in perfect good faith without any ultimate knowledge of 
the facts, as I have found time and time again. Statements of 
that kind have been made before me, and I have cro s-examined 
the witness as to what bis knowledge of the facts was. 

As a rule I haYe found tllat the American manufacturer who 
made statements of that kind i quite well posted on his own 
busines , usually is a man of ability in his own line, thoroughly 
informed on what he is doing at home in his own factory, and 
ab olutely ignorant of conditions abroad except what he may 
bnve read in some trade journal that is favorable to him, and 
then has misconstrued the result of the trade journal's infor
-ma tion to color bis own viewPoint. 

l\fr. President, so far as I can see there is nothing in the 
testimony which bas been presented by the committee to justify 
.our increasing the tax on the American people, the business 
·men of America, except the te timony of one or two interested 
parties who gi"re us no concrete facts, no labor costs, no cost of 
a ~ embling the materials, no cost of transportation, no testi
mony as to the efficiency of machinery in this country and 
abroad, but merely an ad captandum statement that the cost 
of production in Germany is less than it is here. 

l\Ir. President, cash registers are made by machinery. There 
are. various kinds of cash registers, particularly the large ones 
ancl small ones, varying in the number of drawers they have and 
in their operation, but they are purely machine made and made 
in very large quantities. The parts of those machines a.re made 
by machinery, made by organized machinery to produce the 
parts, and are not made by hand labor. The only hand labor 
involYed to any extent is in the assembling of the parts, which 
is a minor proposition in cost. No one has suggested that the 
difference in labor cost here and abroad materially affects the 
re ult in the price. Everyone knows that the commodities 
have been sold for eno·rmous profit , and that the profits are 
. ver. large up to this time . 

... ~ow, the argument on which the Senate of the United States 
is asked to reverse existing law, to reverse the action of the 
Hou e of Representatives and put this article on the tax list, is 
thi : The independent manufacturer says that hi danger comes 
from the trust; that if we leave this article on the free list the 
trust will import from its foreign factories into America the 
products of its foreign factories and destroy the independents 
in America; and that if we put a tax on so the trust can not 
import from its foreign factories into America, then the inde
pendents will have an opportunity to combat the tru t in the 
smaller makes of the goons. Of course, if the trust had made 
up its mind to put the independents out of busine s by import
ing goods from its foreign factories into America, it could put 
them out of business by underselling them in this market. 

In real truth• and fact, the National cash register, where 
organized, controls the market. It is sold at a very large 
profit. Cash registers run in certain well-defined lines. Of 
course, to start a new f<>rm of cash register they have to work 

out the machinery for tl1at particular form, which they bad 
not done in reference to the smaller articles. It left a field 
for independent manufacturers, with a great profit in that mar
ket, to enter the field for certain smaller classes of cash 
registers, which they have done. I suppose, for rea ons of 
their own, the National Cash Register Co., the monopoly, have 
not seen fit to manufacture that class of cash registers. 

It is not because of a tariff or the lack of a tariff that they 
exist; it is because the monopoly has not invaded that field, 
It is not a question of competition from abroad ; it is a ques
tion of maintaining high prices and great profits which they 
want for this particular article; and there is no rime or reason 
for the proposition unless the majority side are merely going to 
adopt the sy tern in writing this bill that if anyone who is en
gaged in a manufacturing enterprise e-0mes here and says that 
he wants so much tariff at the cnstomhou e, they will either 
gi>e him what he wants or some proportion of it, regardles of 
existing industrial conditions in the world. 

I know that it is somewhat embarras ing to the party in 
power not to do that. The party in power lrns been committed 
to a protective tariff as one of its policies and principles. It 
naturally takes the position that the more men who are in
tere ted in the theory and the principle of a protective tariff 
the stronger their viewpoint is, and that when an article is 
put on the free list and taken out of the family of protection, 
men are ene-0nraged to believe in a different theory as to cu -
toms taxe . I realize that, and, therefore, I am not harshly 
critical of the position of the committee which represents the 
party in power in trying to make an omnium gatherum bill and 
to extend the field of so-called protection, whether it protects 
or not so far as it can; but, on the other hand, Mr. President, 
it seems to me that there is one place where even the Finance 
Committee, representing the principle of protection, believing 
in the right to make the American people pay taxes to special 
interests, should draw the line and can draw the line without 
surrendering their viewpoint, and that is when it is ascer
tained that the producer of a particular article is not only a 
monopolist in the United States but a monopolist who controls 
tlle world's market; and that is the case in reference to the 
National Cash Register Co. 

Viewing the subject from the standpoint of whether the in
dustry needs protection, I know · of no better test as to whether 
American industry is able to stand alone and to fight its own 
battle· and succeed, regardless of foreign competition, than 
whether it can export its products to foreign markets and com
pete in the open markets of the world with its world rival . 
It seems to me it is an argument that can not be answered, 
that if an American industry can carry its goods into tho e 
markets of the world and in material quantities combat for the 
trade of the world against all comers, it is no longer an infant 
industry at home and can fight its own battles here without 
governmental protection in the way of a tariff wall. That is 
the case with reference to this product. 

I read from a Tariff Information Survey, relating to para
graph 165 of the tariff act of 1913, Machinery, No. 1. I quote 
from page 153, where there are given the exports of certain 
classes of goods that fall under this paragraph. I wish to say 
that the following figures are for the calendar year and not 
the fi cal year. 

Of adding and calculating machines in 1919 we exported 
$3,417,958 worth; in 1918 we exported $1,974,250 worth; in 
1919 we exported $3,863,217 worth; and in 1920 we exported 
$6,790,407 worth. That is what we sent into the markets of 
the world of the product which was manufactured here. We 
not only sent it out to the markets of the world, but we sent it 
out successfully, because we sold nearly $7,000,000 worth two 
years ago. I have no later figures than those., but I have no 
doubt that same tide kept up in the open markets of the world . 

Of course, it may be shown that from time to time there 
have been sporadic importations; but if an industry such as 
that of the National Cash Register Co., with its factorie 
located around the worldt wanted to alarm the Finance Com
mittee it could import a few of those machines occasionally 
and sell them in the American market, probably without loss 
to itself, for the benefit of the example it set and for the sake 
of the argument. However, l\lr. President, without intending 
to reflect on members of the Finance Committee, from my 
viewpoint to levy a tax on the American people, or to attempt 
to levy a tax on the American people, under circumstances of 
this kind is unconscionable; there i no justification for it 
whatever. It is merely to please certain special interests that 
think they ought to receive this tariff and that they can in
crease their profits by having it. 

I say "increase their profits," because it is manifest that the 
independents who appeared before the committee, according to 
the statement which I just read, and which the chairman of the 
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committee put into the REooRD, have .built up 0tbeir business 
wh n cash registers we-:re on the free list. They invested 
their money in this ·business under free-trade conditions. 
This was not a war industry, and it was not necessary to .de
Yelop it for war conditions. It nad nothing -to do with the 
war, but they put their .money into .it under free-trade condi
tions. Tl1ey have prospered, for certainly they are still ,aliv:e; 
tl1ey are still doing business, .and they are evidently making 
money. The only thing they w.ant now is for the Govenmnent 
of the United States to put a tax at the customhouse, which I 
understood the chairman .of the Committee on Finance to say 
the other day was a protective tax, to enable them to make 

,mo1·e money out of -the American people. 
IL may be the new theory of the Republican Party that taxe,J:i 

hould be levied to guarantee :profit, but it -was not the theory 
-of McKinley and Dingl~y ; it was not the thewy .of the ·old-time 
leaders of the RE:\puhlican P.arty, who were always content to 
say, "We do not desire a:ny ta1i:ff taxes levied higher than are 
sufficient to cover the .difference in cost between production 
.abroad and· protection at home. He:re it is demonstrated by 
our exports that there is no difference in cost of production 
at home and ahroad except the ad captandum statement of 
these bia ed witnesses who gave ·no facts, no ·direct informa
tion, -but merely recited ,the sa:me ·old story that " wages are 
clown in Germany and .up here." That is not snstainecl by the 
facts. Asicle from that, even Jf that were true, the manner in 
which the American facto.ties are organized and equipped :with 
machinezy for the ,production •Of this class of manufactures 
.overcrunes any difference in the ":ay of cost. The very reports 
of the Tariff Commission, ·which l bold in my hand, .make 
·that statement. 

•So, Mr. President, as I said last ·.night, not only as to sewing 
machines and cash registers, but as to pr.acticaUy ev.ery ar
ticle in this list, there is JlO justification for increased duties 
where the rates are increased, and there is certainly no justifi
cation for taking these articles e.ff the free list .and imposing 
.upon them a tax of 25 per cent. 

I should .like at this fpoint to -call attention to one of the 
anomalies in this bill. When the present law was being con
sidered in the committee of which I was chairman, linotypP 
machines, which were in this paragraph and ta:xed at that 
;time 45 per cent, were placed ..on the free list along with sew
ing mac.Wnes and cash registers. The House Committee on 
W.ays and Means left the cash registers and s.ewing machines 
·and linotype machines on the free li t. Everybody who is 
familiar with the Jinotype is aware that it is a highly -com-

_plicated composing 111achine -containing a vast deal .of .machin
ery difficult to manufacture and far more intricate than a cash 
register. 

A great deal more labor is involved in its .manufacture an.d 
it is vastly more difficult to produce. Jf my recollection is 
correct, when we placed them on the free list there was more 
competition, though not enough to justify a .tax, in linotypes 
than there was in cash registers ; and yet the p-resent Finance 
Committee puts the -tax back o.n -sewing machines and cash 
registers. They are not afraid to tax the America.n woman who 
uses a -sewing machine or the American business man who uses 
a cash registe1·; but they leave 1inotype machines in the free 
list. I can not understand why exc@t that possibly the com
lll.itte.e which believes in p.rotection for special interests were 
confronted by one adversary of whom they were afraid. They 
were not .afraid of the women who use sewing machines; they 
were not afraid of the American business. men :who utilizd cash 
.registers ; but they did not dare challenge opposition of the 
..great American press. 

Therefore they left linotype machines properly on the -free 
list and proposed to ·strike at that class -of American citizens 
who they do not think have the power to strike back. 

Mr. President, I hope that the motion of the Senator from 
Massachu etts [Mr. WALSH] proposing to remov.e cash registers 
from the dutiable list will be agreed to and that they will go 
.back to the free list where they properly belong. 

.Mr. TOWNSEND. J\lr. President, I realize how futile it js 
to talk to t...11e Senate when there are so few in the Chamber. 
By talking I have not in view the political effect :which my 
wor<ls .tnay have, but I do wish to state tbe reasons for my 
vote on this particular item. 

In the first place, I deny that this will be an additional tax 
upon the American people. It is a general ·statement always· 
made by the opponent of protection, that whenever a tariff tis 
levied it is paid by the American people. Of '<lOUrse that rae
pentls very largely upon whether or not they buy the !foreign 
article upon which the tariff is levied. It i possible rthat they 
might ,pay for that particular item more than they otherwise 
would, but even that is not always true. 

I contend also, Mr. President, tha-t we have to ~aise ·about 
five ,billion dollars in taxes in this countrry ; and if a portion 
of that is raised at the customhouse, .as the Senator suggests, 
•SO much better .far direct -taxation upon the peo_ple themselves; 
but Mr. !President, I wish to say just ·a wo.rd or two in referen<!e 
to this particular item. . 

I think it is a proper protective duty. It is not asked for 
by the great National Cash Register Trust. It does .not ·care 
J'or 'R idut;y. •It Jias a monopoly -of ~the market, and has had 
for some time. The National Cash !Register Co. is 'J)i:acHcally. 
a ·monopoly; it has been :made'for many ·years, and that =without 
protection; so that was ·a ·monupoly which certainly ·Could not 
be rchru:ged to the tariff. A number ·of years 1back £Orne inde
_:pendent companies saw fit to -sta:rt the .manufacture of cash 
registers, ull of ·a moderate "Price. As "(}Uiclcly ·as they .enteJred 
into that business the National Cash Registei· Co. proceeded :to 
·employ means ·which -were condemned by the court ,as :improper 
tor the :purpose ,of 'Putting these independents out iof ·business. 
They succeeded in greatly disturbing them. 'il'hey caused o:rgani
zations and reorganizations .and bankruptcies in -some ca es, 
but finally these companies got established. 

"The -courts -intervened :and granted an 1njunction 'against ihe 
National Cash Register 'Co., !prohibiting ·it 1'.rom employing the 
IIIlethodB which it had employed in .the -past-; but "that did ·nat 
-prevent the National .Cash Register Co. from icanying -out its 
designs. It established a plant in Berlin, Germany. [ t estab
lished 'the plant wbere it .could employ :the .same priced labor 
.that the German manufactur-er :employed-'not tA..merica:n :labor, 
:not paying American -taxes, not suppo1,ting the American .Gov
ennnent, but manufacturing dts ·goods under -the 1low ipricres 
puid in Germany. We "Bay :that. by doing .that the 'decisions at 
the court can be avoided and indirectly the emjoined J)rartices 
.which were found clis:reputable and :unmoral -against its :cmm
:petitors in the United .States could .be ,continued. . 

Of comse, the National Cash Register .Oo. {!all compete with 
i:he Germ.ans and Europeans, employing tlle Jowest-p.riced .la.bar 
in -western Europe; it .can do thai: -with its plant oveT in ·Ger
many without any doubt at all. It can also -send ·jts product 
into the United States, if there js no ·duty imposed ·on machines 
of low value, and absolutely destroy the independent .com •. 
.petitors in the United :States. 

A.11other thing, Mr . .President, ·ought to be .borne in mind, if 
I am correctly informed, .and l thIDk I run. "The establishment 
of the •independent factories, when they got to doing business, 
reduced the price of cash Tegister:s to :the people of the rUnited 
'8ta.tes. That 1\Tas the Teason rwhy 1this :great trust wanted -ro 
put them ont of business, ·and they :were doing it until th-is 
order ,of the ·court. · 

.It is also ·true that the .great Krupp manufacturing concern 
in Genmany, that was employed before the war .and during 
the w.ar in the .manufacture Of guns, is now employed in the 
:manufactui·e of other machines, -among them cash registers. 

lt ·s.tand.s .to reason that with labor paid =less thw a quarter 
of what is paid in the United States it can enter the American 
market, and so far as these ismall concerns are eonsidered, it 
w.ill .mean their destruction, and this will lbe 'Pleasing to the 
N.ational Cash Register Co. I do not know, I 1have doubts, about 
Germany being able to .destroy the '.National Cash Register Co. 
J: would not make a ;plea for ·a tariff to protect the National 
Cash Register Co. It does not ask for a duty. it dees not care 
-for one; but these concerns :which our country is interested in 
huilding up, these legi~ate competitive manufacturers, ought 
to be maintained here unless we .are in fav.or of monopoly. The 
Senators on the other side and those -who are op-posed 1o .a ta1~iff 
.generally haTe stated as one of their favorite ·arguments that 
the tariff encoura-ges monopoly; y.et :here i-s a monopoly that 
would, by the establishment of its plant in Gtrrmuny, make it
self immune from the laws of the United States, and at the 
same time would nullify any tariff which might be placed upon 
goods abroad if no tartll' is impose<1. 

So, Mr. 'President, knowing that few we listening to what I may 
say and that the argument is vdid, so far as .affecting a vote is 
aoncer:ned, ;nevertheless I felt tha:t it was my duty to say this 
:much, because I understand what the situation is in reference 
:to thes.e :independent concerns. You can put them out of busi
ness if you like; -you ·can gtve the entire field to the National 
'Cash .Register Co. if you like; 1but I do not think it will be for 
the interest of the .AmeTican people if ·you do, and I do not 
.think. it will be fair to the corisumers, the users of cash Tegis
ters in the United Slates; for I repeat tbat the moment these 
independent concerns !became -established, the lower-priced cash 
-registex·s that are used by the mercha:nts and dealers through
.out the United ·States went down, and the price was lower to 
1fb.e people . 

..Mr • .K.:ELLOGG. J\1.r~ ..President, will ithe ·senator yield? 
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1\Ir. TOWNSEND. I yield. 
l\Ir. KELLOGG. How many so-called independent companies 

are there manufacturing cash registers in this country? 
l\Ir. TOWNSEND. There are three that I know of. There is 

the American Cash Register Co., at Saginaw; there is a cash 
register company at St. Louis-I have forgotten the name of 
it--

Mr. WILLIS. The St. Louis Cash Register Co. 
l\fr. TOWNSEND. And I think there is one at'Detroit, Mich. 
Mr. WILLIS. The Michigan Machine Co. · 
Mr. KELLOGG. What was the order to which the Senator 

referred in the National Cash Register case? 
Mr. TOWNSEND. The court for the southern district of 

Ohio made an order on a complaint that was made, and it is in 
the RECORD. I am glad to give this information to the Senator. 
It is marked " Exhibit A" in the Senate hearings. It shows 
what the order was, a most sweeping one. I think the Senator 
from North Dakota placed it in the RECORD last evening. 

I do not care to prolong the debate, Mr. President, because, 
as I said, I think it is futile. Few are listening and few care 
about the discussion. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, this question 
was so fully debated last night that it is not necessary to take 
any more time; but I think perhaps we ought to enumerate the 
arguments advanced against this tariff duty and see what 
weight they are entitled to. 
. We are seriously asked to levy a tariff duty of 25 per cent 
ad valorem upon cash registers because some wicked trust has 

-squeezed a little independent manufacturer of cash registers 
in this country; and in order to give relief to the independent 
company we are going to bestow a tremendous gift upon that 
trust. The time to have given relief to the independent cash
register company of Michigan was during the years the Repub
lican Party was in control of Congress and was permitting 

•trusts and monopolies, without any restraint or any law, to 
·organize and flourish in this country. The harm has been 
'done; the trust is here; and a 25 per cent ad valorem duty 
means more profits, means an increase in the prices which the 
trust and other manufacturers of cash registers will exact 
.from the public. 

There is no dispute about the facts here. No cash registers 
of any amount have been or are being imported into this coun
try. This trust has manufactured in 40 years 2,000,000 cash 
registers; and because less than 100 cash registers have come 
in here from Germany we must increase to the hundred million 
of people in this country, at least as many of them as want to 
buy cash registers, the price of these cash registers from $100 
to $200 apiece. It is preposterous. You can not defend this 
duty, and you mn not blind the American people to the fact 
that in levying this tariff duty for the benefit of a small inde
pendent company-which, if you please, has been squeezed and 
abused by this monopoly-you are erecting a tariff wall that 
will keep every cash register out of this country and leave the 
public unprotected also against this trust. 

As a matter of fact, the little independent company competes 
with the National Cash Register Co. only in one type, and 
there are five different makes. The only company that could 
compete with the National Cash Register Co. in the principal 
makes of cash registers is the German company, and it has only 
been able to get in here 90 cash registers. 

Let me give you some astounding figures about the increase 
,in the price of commodities in Germany. These figures have 
been given to me by a man who is willing to make an oath, 
to give an affidavit, as to the increase in the price of com
modities in Germany in the last year. He has given me the 
quoted price of cash registers landed in New York, the price 
the importer ha been expected to pay. 
· The style or type is what is known as No. 423, so anybody 
on this floor can inquire for himself as to whether these prices 
are accurate or not. The quoted import price of that article 
on July 1, 1921, was 12,000 marks, equivalent to $48 in gold. 
On August 8, 1921, one month later, it was 16,000 marks, or 
$64 in gold. On October 1, 1921, two months later, it was 20,000 
marks, or $80 in gold. On November 2, 1921, it was 40,000 
marks, or $160 in gold, an increase of 100 per cent between 
the October price and the November price last year. On March 
3, 1922, it was 44,000 marks, equivalent to $176 in gold. On 
April 1, 1922, it was 56,000 marks, equivalent to $224 in gold, 
and on April 24, 1922, it was 62,000 marks, equivalent to $248 
in gold. 

The import price of this one type of cash register from Ger
many has increased from July 1, 1921, to April 24, 1922, only 
about nine months, from $48 to $248, about 600 per cent, and 
those figures are typical of every single article contained in this 
bill and every single commodity we are asked to fix a duty 

upon. How absurd, how ridiculous it is, to attempt to quote 
German prices of last August, September, or October, in view 
of the startling information contained in the :figures which I 
have just given. 

I only refer to that for the purpose of calling attention to the 
fact that Europe is finding itself; that the prices of commodi
ties in Europe to-day, Germany included, are back to pre-war 
levels; and that we have no business to frame any tariff bill 
based upon the prices of cash registers or any other commodity 
last August. Thus we proceed to fool and deceive ourselves 
and make a bill that will be a laughing stock to the world as 
well as to this country. 

The committee has proposed a rate of 25 per cent ad valorem 
on cash registers, so that no cash registers can come in here 
and the big monopoly in Dayton, Ohio, and three little inde
pendent fellows can have the field to themselves. How thi 
committee can find a way of helping the little independent com
pany in Michigan with this tariff duty and put out of busine s 
this monopoly is beyond my comprehension or conception. Quite 
a new idea-the \Vay to destroy a trust is to give it a high 
protection. 

Mr. CARA WAY. 1\fay I suggest to the Senator that the same 
argument is used by the proponents of this item that has been 
used by some of our good friends who say that whisky will 
make you cold in summer and hot in winter. 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. l\fr. President, I quite agree 
with the statement of the Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. President, I urge the Members of this body to hesitate 
before they adopt this amendment. I want my Republican 
friends not to be put in the ridiculous position of trying to 
explain to every merchant, from the time this bill is passed 
until it is repealed, that their cash registers are, because of this 
tariff, going to cost about $200 more. I have not forgotten the 
argument made that the independent companies fear that the 
National Cash Register Co. is going to build a factory in Ger
many. Think how absurd that is, to say that they are going to 
build a factory in Germany and come into America and destroy 
their own factory and destroy their own investments of many 
millions of dollars. · 

If they build a factory in Germany and employ cheap labor 
and ship into this country the German-made cash registers, 
they will close up their factory in Dayton and put it out of 
business. They can not ship one cash register into this country 
without injuring their factory in Dayton, without depreciating 
the value of their stock. We have the statement of the manager 
of the company that they have no such intention. 

The Senator from North Carolina stated the situation accu
rately yesterday when he said that when one rate after another 
in this bill has been challenged, the Republican majority have 
found themselve obliged to fly from one excuse to another, and 
the last one they produced is the statement that there is going 
to be a flood of American capital to Germany to build manufac
turing plants. They told us that about sewing-machine plants. 

I knew they would say that about this commodity, and that 
is why I took the trouble to telegraph the National Cash Regis
ter Co. If the committee had really wanted to make a tariff 
bill that would get the confidence of the people, they would 
have brought the representatives of the National Cash Register 
Co. before them and put them under oath and asked them ques
tions to find out what the facts were. But I have talked longer 
than I had intended. 

Mr. KING. I would like to ask the Senator from Mas a
chusetts, before he concludes, how much of an increa e there 
has been in the price of the domestic products of these cash 
register companies. What is the difference between the pre
war and the present prices? 

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I regret I can not give the 
Senator that information. It is most difficult, for this reason, 
that there are no two cash registers which are comparable. 
They are constantly changing the style and character of the 
machine so as to put new machines with new patents upon the 
market. I would say to tlle Senator that the average price of 
the machine most in use, I am informed, is between four and 
five hundred dollars, but the National Ca h Register Co. ells 
most of its machine to department stores, to tho e who buy 
the highest type of machines and the be t machine , and the 
prices for those machines go up as high as $2,000--from $400 
to $2,000. 

I think the Senator will bear in mind that in the discussion 
last night it was brought out that the National Cash Register 
Co. does not make the same machine in Europe that is made in 
America. It is a different type of machine, and it looks to me 
as if that was done so that no comparison could be made be
tween the foreign prices and the American prices. It looks 
to me as if it was to prevent the argument being used, what 
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we know to have been the- fact in the past' under Republican 
tariffs, that sewing machines and plows, · a'u.<l ; possibly cash 
Tegisters made in America, were sold in London an:d..P.JY"is and 
other European markets cheaper than they were -sold tq, •the 
American people. The Senator knQws jt. ~ . · ~. 

I have no time further to contribute. I ask for the y~a · ,..~fl 
nays upon this amendment otfered by me. 1 . ,;. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . • • 
Mr. WILLIS~ Mr. President, as I was unavoidably absent 

from the Chamber during most of .this discussion, wpich has 
involved a great concern in my State, I feel ~that I ougbt to 
say only a word. 

I am very familiar with the National . Cash ~eg!s~er conc~rn. 
I think it is only fair to them to say that, so far as I a~ con
cerned, at any rate, they have ne"Ver made any reque~t .at al~ 
for tbis duty. I do not want Senators to get the idea t~iat the 
duty reported by the committee was fixed at the request or sug
gestion of the National Cash Register Co. At any rate, they 
have never indicated anything of that krnd to me. But I ·do 
say that from the general standpoint of the protective prin
ciple, in which I most sinc;erely believe, it seems to me that the 
rate :proposed by the committee is a fair one. ~ 

There have been charges of monopoly in· this line of business 
in the country. I shall not now discus tho"e, but if those 
charges be well founded, it appears to me to be highly desirable 
that the independent concerns which are building up the com
petitive industry should have a chance to live here. -

The cash-regi "ter busines of this country furni hes employ~ 
ment t.o ,some twenty-five _or thirty thousancl people. It is my 
recoljecUon tl}a.t" Canada and Mexico~ have a tariff against the 
importation of cash registers from this country. I know that 
Germany 'has a tariff, which she has recently increa ed mate
rially, and in view of the fact that th.ere are at least three inde
pendent concern manufacturing cash registers in this country, 
and in view of the further fact that we know that conditions 
jn Germany make possible production at a very much lower 
labor cost, it seem · to me the rate propo. ed by the committee, 
25 p_er cent, is a very fair one, and I shall support it, although 
I repeat that no suggestion or request ha come to me from the 
Natfonal Cash Register Co., and I do not think they are inter
ested in this rate at all. 

1\Ir .. KING. Mr. · President, tbe f:li:gwnent just made by the 
able Senator from_ Ohio is a most astounding one, if I correctly 
interpret his -meanlng. : He takes the po ition that we shoulcl 
lay a tariff upon cash register because there is a monopoly, 
and in ·order to ·help strangle the monopoly at home we must 
impose a heavy tariff duty upon imported products. 
. That is the acme of Republi~an illogkalne~s and absurdity. 
We build up m9nopolies in .the United States by tariffs, and 
then must perpetuate the tariffs in order that possible com
petition mlly ultimately be developed. among the domestic pro-
ducer& · 

Mr. WILLIS. Does the Senator contend that the alleged mo
nopoly enjoy0d by the National Cash Register was built up be
cau e of the tariff? 

l\lr. KING. I aver, as was stated by an eminent Republican, 
that the tariff is the mother of trusts. I know that some of our 
Republican friends smile in derision. when that statement is 
rnacle, and yet we find that the inordinately high tariff, which 
prevent~d competition from abroad, resulted in the domestic 
producers forming trusts or combinations or organizations so 
powerful and dominating as to control the prices ·of the domestic 
products. I think that the history of our indu tries will demon
strate that many trusts and manufacturing organizations have 
a urned monopolistic proportions in the dome tic market, be
ca u e they were buttres ed behind high-tariff w~lls. Tariffs 
are · designed , to · increase prices ·; to enable the domestic pro
ducer to charge more for his products. Republican tariffs are 
usually ' dtctated by ti'u ts or giant organizations that wish to 
maintain high prices and rriake enormous profits. 

Take the Steel Trust as an illustration. The evidence con
clusively e tablishes that it can produce its product at from 
two to five or six dollar a ton -cheaper -than any inclependent 
steel company in the United States. However, it fixes prices 
agreeable to the steel producers, and all have made enormous 
profit . And yet this bill carries tariff rates upon teel products. 
It is designed to prevent any po sible competition, so that it may 
maintain high prices. I repeat, tariff ·walls aid domestic pro
ducers to exploit the people and develop trusts and monopolies. 

Adam Smith perceived in his time that whenever competition 
from abroad was prevented and permission granted for the 
domestic manufacturers· to get together they would get together7 
and the result would be an enhancement of price to the con
~umers. So the Republicans now are· driven to defend this 
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iniquitous bill, the particular irrational schedule which -we -are 
no'Y discussing, upon the theofy that we hRve built up a 
monopo~y, the cash-~·egist~r monopoly," and no , ~· to ·encourage 
it not to ~be too· ·oppressi n.~. "·e will lay ·a hea v -tifriff. • -Tlie 
theory is that if we t:-eep- ut foreign producfs ··me .domestic 
~_ono~oJy 'till •be -a l_ittle' .gftie1•ot1s· with _the peopl~, Thr7fear that 
-it may pro~oke -some olie~ to enter the field 'against it: The i<lea 
is to· figh·t nfoiiopolies ' by 'strengthening ·mem. If there ever 
was a prepostercnis;"'~absurd, and illogical argument in favor ·of 
the-tariff, it as been offered 15y the distiuguished Senator from 
Ohio. J r - • • : • • • • 

l\lr. WILLIS. l\lr. Pre ident--
Mi·. iUNG. ~ I .yield. 

. l\Ir._ wn~tis. ' T4e . ennt<fr ~s ~v~flooking· the~ fa cf tJiat under 
the present law cash· regiSters ~tre on tlie free li. t. So his 
arguinent 'fiilfs t-0 the groun"<l.- ' •. · - · · · ,. 
' 1\I'r. KING . . I was· mei·ely stating the argument the Senator 
mad. · ... · " · ·· · · - ·-

1\Ir. WILLIS . . A:Jld - I am stating the argliment ·which the 
Senator from Utah is making. - • 
· 1\Ir. KL~G. The Senator from Obio has defended a tariff 
of 25 per cent ad valorem upon the ground that we ha\e a 
monopoly here. 
· 1\lr. 'YILLIS. I never admitted in the Uiscussion that we 
haYe a . monopoly . . I .d.id ·ncWdis~us -_thut. i 'vus hot taking 
that as the basis for discus ion. ·I tboug11t we liad befter not 
go into that~ because 'it would -involre a good -deal · of discus
siop. But the S~nator alleges th_at there · is a monopoly, ancl if 
there be monopoly, evidently it has ·not gro\vn t1p by reason 
of a "protecti\e duty, because the article is not on the protective 
iisf\Hit is on the free· If t. - · - · · · 

Mr. KING. ~ I silall -Jiot permit my goou friend -to e ·cape from 
the dilemma in which he lias placed- hih1seU: · He ·adverted to 
the fact that there was a cha r<>-e : of a inonopoly. upon the pa rt 
of the National Cash Register," and lie- off'eted ·as ·an excuse -fOr 
the tariff that if there were a monopoly it might encourage 
domestic competition or, to use bis expre sion, the "inde
pendents," if we would impo e a tariff, and therefore he said 
he would >Ote for 25 per cent ad valorem because he conceived 
that to be fair. 

Ah, l\Ir. President, we are running the gamut from ab urdity 
tv ridiculousness in defense of the schedule ' found in the bill 
and the tariff rates fixed. -n:-ben ·our Republican friends can 
not point to an indu1;try as being ail -infafit indu fr~, wh-en they 
a1·e driven from that becau. e it- is ·a m.onopoiy, and when it i

0S 
shown that there is nothing in the que~ titnl ·of tlie· cost of labor; 
or that the disparity i · ._o little arid. the disparity in the price 
is so great that the labor cost :doe not figure, tht>rf they are 
driven into the realm of peculation and imagiriation ·and 
absurdity for . ome ·alleged ju. ti:fication for their tariff rates. 

l\Iy good friend from Ohio has come to the rescue of the Re
publican Party now, & he came to the re..,cue of the Republican 
Party in the Newberry case by offering ·ttie remarkable resolu
tion \Vhich will bear his name for all time . .and suggest that 
we must lay tariff duties now' because, ·if tnere .are frusts in the 
United States and if we impose tariff d11ties, it may perchance 
encourage some independent to fight for their lives-. ~ 

Well, we are learning. When t11e wise man said there was 
nothing new under the sun, he did ·not visualize the able and 
tlistinguished Senator from Oh1o. "He never heard of Repi1blican 
tariffs. He never heard and ne-rer dreai:ned ill bis prophetic 
moods of the ingenuity and skill and the subtlety and illogical
ness of the modern Republican, as his brand is found in the 
Senate of the United States in the year of our Lord 1922. 

Ah, Mr. President, the tariff bill i. not only iniquitous and 
exceedingly ugly in its horrible deformities but it is the most 
illogical and monstrous economic proposition that bas · e\er 
been given birth in any civilized or -uncivillzeu -country .. · No 
language can be found . properly to characterize the rates 
which we find in this tariff bill. Why not be honest,' l\Ir. Presi· 
dent; why do not our Republican troglodyte friends who" are 
defending the bill come out frankly before the· public and say; 
" The Republican r ·arty was elected by the trusts and the
inonopolists and tl1e gougers aml the profiteers, and the Repub
lican Party is going to pay its debts? The Republican Party: 
is going to be horiest for once. It is going to keep one ·promise 
that it made, not to the people, it is true, but the promise wl~ich· 
it made to the profiteers and the corporations and the trusts 
which are robbing and plundering the American people." · 

But when they offer these pretexts, these tenuous, illogical 
arguments that are submitted in defense of it, all fair-minded 
men at once will inquire as to the reasons for such a remark
able mea ure-oiie. which on it face seems to bear the sta.mp 
of the trust and the profiteer. 

- ... 
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Mr. P.resident, I warn Republicans if they ·put a tariff on 
cash registers upon the arguments which have been submitted, 
they will be compelled, if consistent, to perpetuate these high
tariff rates upon every domestic product, because the domestic 
manufacturer will threaten, or pretend to threaten,. to go 
across the sea and erect a plant, or threaten to erect a plant 
for the manufacture of the domestic arti<.:le upon which b.e 
wants a prohibitive truiiff. The only excuse needed for pro
hibitive tariffs is that we have trusts in the United States, and 
if we do not give them what they want they will go to Europe 
and engage in business in competition with their own American 
enterprises. 

What a sound and statesmanlike argument that is ! And yet 
it is offered by Republicans in support of this bill. 

I called the attention last night ~ the Senator from North 
Dakota [Mr. l\fcCuMBER] to the Carbide Trust. I am going to 
tell the Senate something about the Carbide Trust before we 
get through with it, a trust with which Mr. Herrick, a leading 
Republicai;i, is connected. It is not prosecuted, there is no 
proposition to proceed against it, although it is a trust. I 
called attention to the fact that that trust a number 'Of years. ago, 
when it bad an agreement with -some manufacturers in Europe 
to divide some of the markets of the world between them, and 
the agreement did not work out just as desired, erected a plant 
in Sweden for the purpose of producing carbide, but not a 
pound was manufaetured. It was a bluff, first, with respect to 
European producers, and, secondly, the Ameriean market. 

When we. come to discuss the carbide sehedule in the pending 
bill I have no doubt that my Republican friends upon the other 
side, following the illogical argument.of the Senator from Ohio, 
will say, " Oh, well, the Carbide Trust, it is. true, has control of 
the American market, but let us · encourage some independent 
manufacturer by levying a high tariff. Moreover, if we do not 
do it, the Carbide Trust, which has a plant. over in Sweden, will 
manufacture carbide and intreduee it into the United States." 
That will be the argument used the.n, as it is used now, in 
defense of the rates upon cash registers. Everybody knows 
that Germany, in the production of cash i:egisters, being cem
pelled, as she is compelled, to go abroad fo.r her raw materials, 
or substantially all of them, that enter into the preduction • or 
manufacture or fabrication of cash registers, knowing that she 
is compelled to go abroad for 1the primary materials, can not 
compete with , this long-established, economically administered 
plant operating in the United States. 

A taL'iff rate on this product is tantamount to a steal. Let 
us use ,proper language and call a SPade a spade. It is not a 
proposition to give- a tariff. It is a proposition to reb the 
public for a trust. It is a proposition to enable the Cash 
Register Trust and a few other concerns in the United States 
to further rob and despoil the American people. Let the Re
publicans defend it if they can here. They can not defend it 
before the American people and · they will be rebuked for their 
devotion, as shown by this bill, to special interests and un
worthy organizations and corporations. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question i-s upon agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the junior Senator fl'Om l\lassa
chusetts [Mr. WALSH] to the- amendment of the committee, upon 
which the yeas·andnays•have been orde-red. 

The Assistant Seeretary proceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD (when his name was called). I transfer 

my general pair with the Senator from l\Iassachu ·etts [Mr. 
LoDGE] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. GERRY] and vote 
"yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. H.&LE. I . transfer my. pair with the senior Senator from 

Tenne see [Mr. SHIEIJJs] ta the juoior Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. WEE..LER] and vote" nay." 

Mr. OWEN. I transfer ·my pair ·with the Senator from New 
Jersey [Mr. EDGE] to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED] and 
vote "vea." 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I transfer my general pair with 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. FERNALD] to the Senator from 
Nebra. ka [Mr. HITCHCOCK] and vote " yea." 

Mr. CURTIS. I am requested to announce the following 
pairs: 

The Senator from ·Delaware [Mr. BALL] with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER]; 

The Senator from Vermol'lt [Mr. DILLINGHAM] with the Sena
tor from Virginia [Mr. Gu...ss] ; 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEW] with tb,e Senator from 
Tennessee (l\1r. l\1cKELLAB] ; 

The junior Senator from Kentueky [Mr. ERNST] with the 
senior Sen.at.or from Kentuck:v [Mr. STANLEY] ; 

The Senator from New Jer ey [~r. F~ELINGHUYSEN] . ,~th the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH]; and 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. CoLT] with the Senator 1, 
from Florida [Mr. TR.A10:rELii]. 

The result was announced-yeas 27, nays 32, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Capper 
Caraway 
Culberson 
Harris 
Harrison 
He.1lin 

Brandegee 
Bursum 
C!um.min-s 
Curtis 
Elkins 
France 
Gooding 
Ha.le 

YEAS-27. 
Jones, N. Mex. 
Kellogg 
Kendrick 
King 
La Follette 
Le.nroot 
.Myers 

Norris 
·Overman 
Owen 
Pomerene 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Simmo,ns 

NAYS-32. 
Jones, Wash. Newberry 
Keyes Oddie 
Ladd Page 
McCormick Pepper 
Mc Cumber Phipps 

·MeKinley Raw on 
McLean Shortridge 
McNary Smoot 

NOT VOTING-37. 
Ball Edge Lodge 
Bor.ah Ernst McKelJar 
Broussard Fernald Moses 
Calder Fl~tcher Nelson 
Cameron Frelinghuysen New 
Colt Gerry Nicholson 
Crow Glass ·Norbeck 
Dial Harreld Pittman 
Dillingham IIitchcock Poindexter 
du Pont Johnson Ransdell 

·smith 
Swanson 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 
Watson, Ga. 
Williams 

Spencer 
Sterling 
Suthel'land 
T<>wnsend 
Wadswor th 
Warren 
Watson , Ind. 
Willis 

.Reed 
~hields 
Stanfield 
Rtanley 
Tramm"lI 
Walsh, Mont. 
Weller 

So tbe amendment of Mr. W.ALsH of Massachu ett to the 
amendment of the committee was rejected. 

Mr. l\IcOUMBER. Mr. President, I move to amend!the com
mittee amendment on page 83, paragraph,372, line 22, ,after the 
words " ad valorem," by striking out the words "printing 
p1·es es, not specially provided for, lawn mowers and." 

The VICEJ PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the .Senator from North .Dakota to the com.mittee amendment. 

Mr. ltOBINSON. Mr. President, printing pres es, as I under
stand, are now taxed at the rate of 15 per cent ad ·valorem, 
I ask the Senator from North Dakota what is the provision 
concerni.Q.g "printing· presses not specially provided for" in the 
House bill? 

·Mr. McOUMBER. Mr. President, they go into the l:Jasket 
clause. 

1\fr. 'ROBINSON. 'Vhat rate do they bear-35 per cent? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Under the Ford.ney bill they would bear . 

35 per cent, but under the amendment I have offered ithey would 
bear 30 per·cent. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. Will the Senator yield for ju t a mo
ment? 

. ·Mr. ROBINSON. I will yield to the Senator in just a mo
ment. Under the House bill, as I understand, the rate would 
be 35 per cent. 

l\fr. UNDERWOOD. The latter part of paragraph 393 of 
the pending bill, as reported by the committee, reads as follows : 
i f composed wholly or in chief value of iron, steel, lead, copper, brass, 
nickel, pewter, .zinc, alu.rainum, or other metal, but not plated with. 
platinum, gold, or silver, or colored with gold lacquer, whether partly 
or wholly ma.nufacturec.l, 35 . per. cent ad valorem. 

Tlle rate of 35 per cent as provided jn the Fordney bill has 
been increa ed by the Senate committee to 40 per cent ad 
v.aforem. The Senator will find what I have quoted on page 91. 
It ·eemg to me that if the clause is tricken out, paragraph 372, 
printing presses, will fall in the basket clause, which would 
involve an increase of the tax on printing pre ses from 35 .per 
cent ad valorem, as now provided in the bill, to 40 per cent. 

l\lr. McCUl\IBER. l\lay I correct the Senator? The basket 
clause under which the printing pres es would fall is found. on 
page 84, line 5, and reads as follows-
all other machin"s or part ·thereof, full heu. or u.nfini hed, not . pecially 
provided for 30 per cent ad valorem. 

l\Ir. HO:SINSON. Mr. President, it is apparent that the 
effect of the amendment proposed by the Senator from .1:Jorth 
Dakota will be to decrease . the rate on printing presses from 35 
per cent ad valorem under the pending amendment to 30 per 
cent ad valorem under the 1basket clause contained in line 7 on 
page 84. 

l\Ir. 1\IcCU:MBER. I can not quite under tand the Senator. 
Mr. HOBINSON. I say the effect of the amendment now. 

propo ·ed by the Senator from North Dakota will be to decrease 
the rate on printing presses from 35 per cent ad valorem, a.s i<; 
proposed in the am~ndment of the committee on page -83, to 
30 per cent. 

Mr. Mc;CUMBER. Yes; it is a decrease from 35 per cent to 
30 per cent, as printing presses would fall under the basket 
clause. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I ·do ,not believe that that ·decrease is ade-
quate. While I appreciate the very small diminution in this 

• 
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rate which is now proposed to be made by the committee, I 
shall before taking my seat submit an amendment to the 
amendment of the Senator from North Dakota which will 
reduce the rate on printing presses very materially. Under 
existing law the rate is only 15 per cent ad valorem. 

There is very little information respecting' this item fur
ni hed the Senate in the summary of tariff information pro
vided by the Tariff Commission, but on page 505 I find the 
following statement: 

The production of printing presses in 1914 amounted to $8,396,508, 
the output of 88 establishments. 

On page 506 it appears that the imports of printing presses 
were $88,301 in 1914 and $3,305 in 1917. Later figures 
found on page 507 are approximately as follows : Of printing 
pres es for the year 1918 the number imported is not stated, but 
their value is stated at $22.118, and the revenue collected at 
15 per cent was a little over $3,000. In 1919, 171 printing 
pre , e were imported, valued at $20,999, and the duty collected 
was $3,150. In 1920, 58 were imported, valued at $18,994, and 
the duty collected was $2,849. For nine months of 1921, 63 
were imported, valued at $22,126. The amount of the duty is 
not stated. 

With respect to machine tools, which under existing law bear 
the same rate as printing presses, I find that importations are 
comparatively small. Imports of machine tools were $306,096 
in 1914 and $100,685 in 1915. On page 506 of the book of 
tariff information is found a summary of information re
specting importations of machine tools, substantially as follows: 
In 1918 the value imported was a little over $300,000; in 1919 
a little over $139,000 ; in 1920 it rose to something more than 
$432,000, and ill nine months of 1921, $178,546. 

In view of the very large production and the comparatively 
small importations I think that a rate of 30 per cent can not 
be justified. Certainly it is not sustained by any information 
which has been brought to the attention of the Senate; and the 
same is true in a larger degree, of course, of the rate proposed 
in the pending amendment, 35 per cent. · 

In order to test the opinion of the Senate on this subject, I 
move to amend the amendment of the Senator from North Da
kota, which is a motion to strike out, by making it a motion to 
strike out and insert, as follows : Strike out the language in the 
paragraph and insert the same language, with the exception 
of "15 per cent" in lieu of "35 per cent." 

l\Ir. )lcCU.MBEil. Mr. President,. while I think that possibly 
under the rules, a I have made a motion to amend, an amend
ment would be an amendment in the third degree, I think we 
can reach the matter in this way--

Mr. ROBINSON. I think that is forceful, although my mo
tion to strike out and insert probably would take precedence of 
a simple motion to strike out; and the Senator, in order to give 
me a vote upon my proposed amendment without parliamentary 
question, will withdraw his amendment for the present? 

l\Ir: McCUl\1BER Yes; I was going to suggest that I would 
withdraw my proposed amendment at the present time, so that 
the Senate can have a vote upon the amendment offered by the 
Senator. 

Ir. ROBINSON. Very well. I thank the Senator from 
Korth Dakota, because if his amendment were agreed to the 
probability is that there would be no opportunity for testing 
the opinion of the Senate; and, as I have already stated, I think 
we ought to have a vote on this proposal. I do not believe 
there is any ground whatever for justifying any increase in the 
present rate. I would rather see printing presses placed upon 
the free list than to impose an unnecessary increase in the 
existing rate. The pre ent rate is adequate; and therefore I 
mo>e to strike out " 35," in line 24, and insert " 15," and on 
that I shall ask for the yeas and nays. 

1Ur. 1\IcCUMBER. Mr. President, I de ire to say, in reply, 
that I do not anticipate, at lea t, that there would be any 
great danger of importation of foreign-made large printing 
pre ses that are used in this country. I refer to newspaper 
pre e . We, of course, make a standardized machine in this 
country. We possibly make it as cheaply as it could be made 
anywhere else. There are quite a number of little machines 
of a very much lower price scale that can come into the coun
try, and do come into the country, and while they would not 
compete to any extent with our machines at the same time 
they would furnish us a little revenue, possibly; and, as r bave 
stated many times, we are looking for re>enue wherever we 
can get it, even though there may not be any danger of serious 
competition. 

Mr. ROBINSOX. l\fr. President, will the Senator permit me 
to make an inquiry in that connection? Have the committee or 
the Senator from North Dakota investigated the maximum 

revenue rate with respect to printing pre ses, and determined 
what that will be? 

Mr. l\1cCUMBER. There is very little coming in; I will ad
mit that, and the revenue would be very small. I will also 
admit that. 

Mr. ROBINSON. So that as the rate now exists-15 per 
cent-the importations are so small that the revenue is negli
gible, or comparatively so; and if the rate were increa ed the 
probable result would be to tend to prevent importations, or 
diminish the number of presses brought in. 

Mr . .McCillIBER. Even if we had the imports of 1923 upon 
a 30 per cent basis, we would get about from $16,000 to $18,000, 
and, of course, it takes a great many of those to amount to a 
million dollars; but this bill covers a wide range, as all tariff 
bills do, and, taking all of these little matters together, they; 
mount up to quite a sum, and that sum will be needed. 

I wanted especially, however, to call the attention of the 
Senator to this matter so that he may consider it, if he desires 
to, from the protection standpoint. As I say, in my opinion it 
is not going to interfere to any extent with those presses which 
we make here of a standard type and which are rather costly, 
but I notice by the Reynolds report that we took four invoices 
of printing presses. They came in from Germany. The aver
age German price was $290.60. The landing charges were 
$28.64. The selling price of thi imported article in the United 
States was $572.50. The selling price of a comparable domestic 
article was $606.25. The rate, therefore, required to equalize, 
allowing a reasonable profit-and the reasonable profit is 2:5 _ 
per cent-would be 57 per cent. The rate we would give here 
would be 30 per cent, so, of course, it would not be sufficient to 
cover that; but I am of the opinion that as business revives 
there will undoubtedly be more imported into the United States. 
Certainly there will be, in my opinion, if the present high prices 
in the United States continue; and to what extent they may go 
down, of course. none of us can say with absolute certainty. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Of cour e the present high price might be 
reduced without working any detriment to the public generally. 
At least I have never under tood that when prices become ex
cessive it is consistent with the policy of protection to use tarm 
rates as a means of maintaining those prices. Protection iS 
justified, if I understand it correctly, on the theory that the 
industry which it serves i unable to prosper without it if 
unrestricted competition is permitted, but that principle can not 
be applied in the ca e of any commodity or any industry which 
is already O\erprosperous. 

If the prices being charged for printing presses are to high, 
that affords a justification for reducing the tariff rather than 
for increasing it, because upon no theory of protection that I 
am familiar with should tariff rates be used to permit an 
industry to receive excessive profit , the object of a protective 
tariff being to enable :m industry to thrive or to live in spite 
of competition which, but for the protecti\e rate, would de
stroy it. 

Mr. l\1cCUMBER. l\1r. President, the Senator'· argument 
would ha_ve been exactly in line if we bad given a rate or 84 
per cent, because, as I state, 84 per cent · would measure the 
clifference; but when we give 30 per cent we have made allow
ance for a very considerable reduction in price, and therefo1·e 
we are not maintaining the present high price. 

Mr. ROBINSON. But may I point out the fact that under 
the present rate, which is low-15 per cent-there are sub
stantially no importations. Prices in the United States are 
already excessiYe; at least, they are high enough. 

l\Ir. KING. More than double, I have been advised by the 
Tariff Commission. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Yes; and therefore this industry can not 
need protection. There is no justification for it. If you 
justify the rate at all you must justify. it on a revenue basis; 
and I believe that the effect of this very large increase in the 
rate would be to shut off the small amount of importations 
that we are now receiving and to dimini h the revenues rather 
than to increase them. 

Therefore I ask for a vote on the amendment to reduce the 
rate to 15 per cent. 

Mr. LENROOT. 1\Ir. President, I voted against the commit~ 
tee on a number of items yesterday and to-d'ay for the same 
reason that I will vote for the amendment now proposed by the 
Senator from Arkansas. 

Upon the items upon which we have recently voted the figures 
have shown that our imports were nominal and our exports 
were >ery large. ·wherever that condition exists I can not 
justify voting for an increased rate over existing law; and in 
this particular case, where the imports in 1020 in the case of 
printing presses were only $18,000 in value and our exports 
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were over $6,000,0001 I can not justify voting for doubling the 
rate upon printing presses. 

The Senator from North Dakota admits 1 that from a pro
tection standpoint the increase is not necessary, but he says 
the committee is proposing it as a means of securing addi
tional revenue. But, Mr. President, if the imports on a 15 per 
cent basis amounted to only $18,000 in a year, furnishing a 
revenue of $2,800, bow does· the Senator think that doubling tbe 
rate will produce a larger revenue? Under these circumstances, 
doubling the rate will simply mean that there will be no im
ports at all, and the increased rate will mean a loss of revenue, 
not an increase. 

So, Mr. President, I propose throughout this bill, wherever 
the figures show that our imports of a commodity are nominal 
and our exports of that commodity are very large, to vote 
against the committee on increasing rates over existing law.· 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I am very much delighted to 
bear the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LENBOOT] make the 
statement which he has just made. It is, to my mind, the only 
Bane view of the situation which has confronted the Senate 
during the last two days, when we have had before the Cham
ber item after item of which the imports were absolutely neg
ligible while the exports were very large. That situation itself 
would seem to be abundant answer to the contention of the, 
committee that an increase in present duties is necessary to 
afford protection to the industry. Heretofore, in the consid
eration of tariff bills, whenever thls situation could be• shown 
to exist with reference to any item in the bill, it was always 
considered to be a complete negative answer to any claim for 
~n increase in the rate prevailing at the time when the imvorts 
vanished and the exports accumulated. But such an answer, 
truly crushing as it is, has seemed to have very little effect in 
the discussions of items in the pending bill. 

Day after day, on item after item, we have been able to show 
from the official records the condition which the Senator from 
Wisconsin now says will impel him to vote against the com
mittee increase. In almost every •case the committee has ad
mitted the facts, both with reference to imports and export , 
and with reference to the large volume of domestic consumption 
and production ; but, notwithstanding that, on one pretext or 
another they have brushed away this conclu ive argument 
against their proposition; and, to my amazement, when the 
votes have been taken, not all, I am glad to say, but a large 
:percentage of the Senators on the other side of the Chamber 
have voted to sustain the action of the committee. It is a very 
anomalous situation. It is a condition which has never existed 
heretofore when we have considered tai;iff bills, and I have been 
at a loss to understand it. 

.And, Mr. President, I clo not understand why the majority of 
the committee, who are assumed to have had these facts before 
them at the time they wrote these rates into the bill, should 
have ignored this all-important factor in the framing of these 
amendments to the bill. 

As I have said here before-and I can not repeat it too 
often-I have been unable to find any reason for this 61-Ction of 
the committee except a yielding to the insistent demands of 
the manufacturers, and I have been unable to understand why 
the manufacturers made those demands, except upon the theory 
that, having raised their prices already to the top of the tariff 
wall, they have felt that it was absolutely necessary to have 
that wall raised still higher in order to enable them to raise 
their prices without danger of foreign competition. If there 
is any other explanation of the reason why the manufacturers, 
who have been for the past seven or eight years absolutely ex
empt from foreign competition, under the rates of the present 
law, should be insisting upon these increases, in the face of the 
fact that there are no imports, but that there are great ex
po1·ts, it ought to be given. To my mind the committee1s action 
can not be explained on any other theory than that it is for the 
:purpose of giving the manufacturers and profiteers an oppor
tunity to further advance their prices and protect them against 
foreign competition. 

In addition to that, this situation develops a very important 
fact, a very significant fact, with reference to these rates which 
has been developed here before. The Senator from North Da
kota tells us the rice of foreign printing presses when landed 
here, with profit added, and the pro.fit that is added, we were 
told yesterday, is 25 per cent, so that the foreign price, plus 25 
per cent for overhead and profit, is the price with which the 
American elling price is compared. That comparison would be 
justified provided the committee had ascertained that the Amer
ican selling price does not carry a pro.fit above 25 per cent. 

But while arbitrarily fixing that pro.fit for the foreign article, 
has the committee ascertained that the selling profit of the 
American jobber and wholesaler is only 25 per cent? Does 

anyone believe that the American wholesale profit upon the 
items we have been discussing for , the past two days, machines; 
guns, automobiles, and articles of that .character, is only 25 per 
cent? 

The Senator from Utah insists that we should compare the 
foreign price with the. manufacturer's price, and yet he is com
paring it with the importer's price, and the importer is the 
wholesaler. The importer is not the manufacturer of foreign 
articles; he is the wholesaler of the foreign articles. The 
manufacturer is not the. wholesaler of his articles. He makes a 
profit. He sells to the wholesaler, who takes the place of the 
importer witb reference to the foreign article, and he adds his 
profit. I undertake to say that the wholesaler's pro.fits with 
reference to articles of this character in this country to-day, 
instead of being 25 per cent, would be more nearly 75 per cent, 
and to compare the foreign price, with 25 per cent added to it, 
with the American price, carrying from 5(} to 75 per cent profit, 
is not a fair way of ascertaining the difference between the sell
ing prices of the articles. 

Mr. SMOOT. I would agree with the Senator, but the price 
of the foreign comparable article is compared with the price 
of the American manufacturer, not' with the price of the 
jobber. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then, why in your calculations are you tell
ing us about the profits? 

Mr. SMOOT. The prk'e we compa.re is the price of the 
foreign goods coming into this country. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Then let us abandon the idea that these 
tl1ings are bought by importers and sold by importers in this 
market and as ume that all the foreign articles are sold with 
no profit added except the manufacturer's profit, and that the 
.American prices with which you are comparing them are only 
the manufacturer's price . Let us take that/to be the theory. 
I do not want to get into any controversy with the Senator 
about a matter of that sort, because the argument I made ap
plies with as much force to one case as to the other case. 

Mr. S:MOOT. Mr. President, the Senator had better not say 
that, because if :we had a manufacturer's cost, with 75 'per cent 
added, or 25 per cent added, or. any other per cent added, then 
the difference between the foreign price and the price of the 
comparable article in the. United States would be greater. The 
Senator knows that. 

Mr. SUil10NS. The Senator says I ought not to say that. 
I do say it. I say that they have taken the foreign manufac
turer's price and the American manufacturer's price. 'Ve 
have not been comparing the prices of the industrial countries 
of Europe with the p1ices in America; we have been compar
ing almost exclu ively the prices in Germany with American 
prices, and we have been told that the profits which are being 
made in Germany are very, very low, that the labor costs but 
little, and that the manufacturer makes but slight pro.fit. 
That is the theory upon which they have attempted to sustain 
the idea that German prices· are far below the prices of the 
other industrial countries of Europe, with cheapness in produc
tion and smallness in profits prevailing in tho e countries. 

When we come to compare those with American manufac
turers' prices, is there anyone in this body who will stand here 
and, in the face of the American people, in the face of the well
known fact with reference to prices charged in this country 
by manufacturer , deny that the manufacturers' price and 
profits in this country are not only large but' are exorbitant in 
many lines of industry, and especially in the lines we are now 
talking about-automobiles, guns, and machines? They are so 
very large that the people of this country with one voice are 
crying ou against them, and we ·find the committee with one 
voice crying out again t the low prices of German products. 

So you are comparing prices against which the American 
people are protesting and clamoring as unconscionable, as un
just, as oppressive, with prices these gentlemen are telling us 
are so low that they enable the country of their production to 
undersell the world, and to undersell us, who are· the cheapest 
producers of mo t products that are manufactured in the world, 
as is shown by the fact that we are rapidly capturing the 
markets of the world, capturing them even against Germany. 
We are doing that to-day. We are doing that in South America 
to-day. We are meeting Germans in competition in South 
America to-day in the sales of machinery, in the sales of all 
varieties of products, locomotives, iron, and steel; we are meet
ing them in South America to-day upon absolutely equal terms, 
and we are underselling them. 

But that does not mean that we are charging the South 
Americans exorbitant prices. It means that the American 
manufa~turers are charging the domestic consumers in this 
country extortionate prices, and. by reason of the big profits 
they are making out of the American consumers they are able 
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to sell their products to the foreigner for a prlce much lower 
than they sell the same products to the American people. Yet, 
in the face of that situation, you come here and say that the 
great organizations which are carrying on that sort of world 
trade ought to have further protection in the American market, 
and ought to be afforded a further opportunity to control prices 
and be secure from foreign competition. 

l\1r. l\1cCU1\1BER. Mr. President, of course I can not argue 
this case with the Senator from North Carolina because we 
look at these matters from entirely different standpoints-I as 
-a protectionist, he as a free trader, or the equivalent of a free 
trader. Therefore we can not meet on any kind of common 
ground. But I think if the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LEN
ROOT] and I, who are both protectionists, understand exactly 
the same facts upon which any matter is based, there will be 
very little difference in our conclusion as to what would be a 
proper protection. I do not, of course, attempt to convince 
the Senator from Wisconsin that we have not reached a normal 
condition either in this country or in Europe. I anticipate 
that he thinks we have reached a condition which is more 
nearly normal, both in Europe and in this country, than I 
think we have reached. I do not think we are even beginning 
to approach a normal condition. 

We have to frame the bill upon the assumption that conditions 
will change, and change in the near future. -Of course, if we 
had reached a normal plane, then I would say that if upon any 
article which we produce ther.e -is almost nothing coming in 
and we are exporting considerable we certainly do not rieed any 
protection. But the first thing I would ask myself, the first 
thing toward which I would direct my inquiry, would be whether 
we are both considering the same thing, because we may export 
a standardized machine that may be worth $3,000, $5,000, or 
$10,000, and we may not be exporting a single one of the little 
hand or trade machines for the printing of cards, circulars, and 
so forth. They may be two entirely different propositions. We 
may be importing one kind, while we are not importing at all 
the other kind, and may be exporting the other kind. N<>w, I 
think that is exactly ·the situation in the United States and in 
Germany. 

The only thing that can guide us at all in determining what 
we may possibly expect is to look over the field, say from 1910 
to 1914, a period in which we were as nearly normal as we can 
expect to get, at least in a good many years to come. The Sen
ator from Wisconsin just made the statement that if we could 
get only a small revenue from a duty of 15 per cent, therefore 
we would receive no duty whatever if we raised it to 30 per 
cent. I invite the attention of the Senator from Wisconsin to 
that particular point. 

In 1910 we had a law which impQsed a duty of 30 per cent 
ad valorem. We imported under that law in 1910, $30,000 worth 
and received a duty of $9,000. In 1911 we imported $28,343, and 
in 1912, $31,319. Now notice how they are growing under the 
30 per cent ad valorem. In 1913 they jumped up to $54,000 with 
a 30 per cent ad valorem duty-that is, for the fiscal year end
ing June 30 of that year. So it would be seen that with an ad 
valorem duty of 30 per cent, double what it is now, we were 
receiving a great deal more in imports than I think we are 
receiving just at the present time, and in addition thereto we 
were getting about five times the amount of revenue therefrom. 

Let us come down to the next year, when we had a 15 per cent 
ad valorem duty. Our highest importations were $81,000, but 
we only got $12,256 revenue, while in 1913 we got $16,323 reve
nue on importations only about two-thirds as great. So I be
lieve that inasmuch as there was a very' rapid and steady in
crease under normal conditions, when those normal conditions 
return we will continue to get a steady increase under the 30 
per cent, the same as we did under the -sd valorem rate of 30 
per cent during the operation of the Payne-Aldrich law. 

So, l\Ir. President, I believe that we ought to give greater 
consideration to the fact that our principal competitor is not 
yet upon her commercial feet. In the first instance, all her 
ships were taken away from her and she had to depend entirely 
upon the ships of a foreigner. She is now building light, inex
pensive ships for her commerce, and building them at an enor
mous rate. She. is preparing to-day to meet her enemies in the 
commercial field as she met them at the beginning of the war 
in overwhelming numbers on the battle field. Without a mighty 
army to maintain, without the necessity of being at the enor
mous expense of increasing her navy to meet that of her 
enemies, with her low wage scale, with every man and woman 
working 8, 10, and 12 hours a day, she will be in better position 
to challenge every other country in the world for supremacy in 
the world's market. I think we ought to give grave weight to 
these conditions. 

If the Senator from Wisconsin and myself disagree upon any 
matter, it is rather upon the matter of whether or not there 
is this danger in the near future irrespective of the fact that 
we are receiving almost no importations to-day. 

Mr. LENROOT. The Senator from North Dakota is correct 
as to where the line of our disagreement lies, except that I 
do not agree with the Senator from North Dakota that there 
is danger of Germaxiy becoming more efficient and sending more 
of her goods to us. But, Mr. President, there are no importa
tions of this article now. A 15 per cent duty will take care of 
that in part. So far as duties based wholly upon the theory of 
the future are co;ncerned, as I have said before upon this floor, 
they are supposed to be the object of the provision in the bill 
that we will come to later on, which will enable the President 
under certain circumstances to increase the rates fixed in th" 
bill a maximum of 50 per cent, and in certain cases to apply 
the American valuation. If that is not the purpose of that 
provision, then I do not know why it was put in the bill at all 
So I am not in favor of trying to translate into figures in the 
bill at this time all the possibilities which may occur in the 
future, because that has been taken care of in another part of 
the bill. 

There is another thing which should also be borne in mind 
when a comparison is made between conditions now and condi
tions prior to the war. While it is true, I believe, that Germany, 
because of her low wage, is producing to-day at a less cost 
than she did produce prior to the war, it must be remembered 
too that there is an export tax of 12 per cent on everything that 
Germany sends out, and when we make a comparison prior to 
the war with a rate that is being fixed in the bill now it is 
exactly the same as if the rate under discussion were fixed at 
27 per cent if there had been no export tax in Germany. 

All of these things must be taken into consideration. I wish 
to repeat that wherever the figures show that although the im
ports are small they are increasing, and.if they are substantial, 
I am willing to take that as an indication of what will happen. 
in the future and vote for liberal rates to take care of that 
situation. But where under a given rate there are practically 
no importations and very large exportations, and provision is 
made in the bill to take care of the future, I am not willing to 
vote for sue]) rates as now proposed on this particular item. 

l\1r. KING. Mr. President, it is obvious that where tarur 
rates are laid when there are no importations they can not be 
justified upon the ground of revenue. They can not be defended. 
upon the theory that infant industries are to be protected, that 
the difference in labor costs at home and abroad are warrants. 
If there are no importations then obviously there is no ground 
for the imposition of a tariff. Why, then, with respect to thou
sands of items in this bill are there tariff rates? The evidence 
shows that there are hundreds and thousands of commodities 
which if imported at all are in quantities so negligible as to be 
denominated nil. 

I called attention the other day to the fact that there are. 
5,000 items embraced within one schedule, the importations of 
which were less than $100 each in the year 1914, and yet the 
schedule fixes rates upon those srticles of 50 and 60 per cent 
ad valorem plus specific rates. What is the reason for this? The 
reason, of course, is to give domestic manufacturers a coJpplete 
monopoly, to enable them to increase their prices beyoH'd: the 
limits of fairness and honesty. 

If the position of the junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
LENROOT] had been the basis of the formulation of this tariff 
bill, Mr. President, our Republican friends could have gone to 
the country in a much stronger position and much of the argu
ment which has been made and the criticism in which we have 
indulged would have fallen upon deaf ears. The Republicans 
have furJlished the Democrats· and the opponents of this bill 
arguments against the bill itself which may not be refuted. It 
our Republican friends had had the wisdom of the junior Sen
ator from Wisconsin, or had manifested the same sagacity ' 
which has been exhibited by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. 
NORRIS], or l1ad shown any spirit of progressivism or tolera
tion or sanity in the drafting of this tariff bill, the result in 
the coming election might be entirely different. • 

Mr. President, the Senator from North Dakota speaks about 
conditions being different now from what they were in 1914 
and anterior to that time, and because conditions now are dif
ferent from the conditions then, he justifies these extortionate 
rates. If the Senator from North Dakota would view the ques
tion, according to my conception, in the fair and logical and 
proper light, he would have seen that the progress toward nor
mal conditions makes these high rates less defensible; in other 
words, the conditions in September, when the Reynolds report 
was drawn and which seems to have been taken into considera
tion in the framing of the tariff bill, are not the conditions 

• 
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which exist to-day; they are not the conditions which wtll 
exist to-morrow or when this bill shall go into operation. 
Every day as it passes changes the conditions, and changes 
them to the advantage of the American producer, and under 
this bill fortifies him against the legitimate demands of the 
people for reduced prices. This bill seeks to preserve war 
prices and war profits. It places a weapon in the hands of the 
domestic manufacturer to wound and hurt the American people. 

If the Senator from North Dakota desires to put into appli
cation rates that would more nearly be justified by the condi
tions of 1914 he would have to greatly reduce the rates found 
in this bill; he would have to take into account the fact that 
every day the changes in Germany result in increased prices of 
production; and yet the Senator from North Dakota is carry
ing into peace times and into the future the conditions Of 1915, 
1916, 1917, 1918, 1919, and 1920, and of September last, not
withstanding prices in Germany are mounting, that labor costs 
are rising, and the industrial condition generally shows a com
plete response to the advancing prices in all a venues of life and 
busines . 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. Will the SenatOr allow me to interrupt 
him? 

1\fr. KING. I yield. 
Mr. l\IcCUl\.IBER. I know the Senator desires to be fair. 
l\fr. KING. If I misrepresented the Senator, it was unin-

tentional. 0 
l\fr. McCUl\fBER. I have stated in each instance that if we 

had followed the Reynolds report, of course, the rate would 
have been very much higher-sometimes it would have been 
two or three times as high to measure the difference-but I 
have said again and again that in no case have we allowed rates 
that would measure the difference as shown in the Reynol<ls 
report. We have discounted the future in e\er-y instance, and in 
no single instance have we fixed a rate as high as the Reynolds 
report would indicate it should be to equalize conditions. I 
know the Senator from Utah does not wish to misquote me 
upon that matter. 

Mr. KING. I certainly do not. I did not intend to do so, 
and I do not think I did. I say again, however, that the 
Reynolds report is used as a basis for this bill. I do not mean 
to say that the Senator from North Dakota has slavishly fol
lowed the :figures in the Reynolds report, but the Senator in 
reporting thi bill accepted the rates of wages, and so forth, 
which are stated or reflected in the Reynolds report as then 
existing, and the difference in the cost abroad and here sub
stantially as indicated in the Reynolds report. 

1\fr. McCUMBER. In two respects the Senabw from Utah 
is in error, if he will allow me to say so. In the first instance, 
I de ire to say that, of course, there are no wage rates in the 
Reynolds report, and in guiding ourselves as to the question of 
wages we had to get the best _information which we could as to 
present wages, and then discount that to a considerable extent. 
As I have so often stated, unquestionably German wages will go 
up and wages here will undoubtedly, to some extent, be re
duced. The Reynolds report was not taken as a basis ; it was 
simply taken as an evidential fact just so far as it was con
sidered as at all appropriate and not as a basis in any instance. 

Mr KING. I accept the Senator's statement as to the use 
give to the Reynold report. It has been referred to re
peatedly by the distinguished Senator and by others apparently 
as justification for the rates which they have urged upon the 
floor of the Senate; but, Mr. President, I repeat that condi
tions in Germany are so mutable that each day furnishes an 
argument for lower rates of duty. With increasing wages and 
costs of production, the argument for these high rates is de
stroyed, even for those who are archprotectionist . The Sena
tor from Massachusetts stated a moment ago that l~st August 
a given grade of cash register sold at $48 in Germany and the 
same grade is sold now, or was sold a few weeks ago, at over 
$250, showing the great advance in cost of materials, of pro
duction, and of labor in Germany since August of last year. 

It has been stated upon a number ·of occasiobs that within 
the past few months wages have advanced in Germany in the 
rleighborhood of from 40 to 80 per cent; that transportation 
charges have gone up in the past 60 days more than 40 per 
cent, and that everything in Germany is re ponding to the 
changed financial and economic conditions. Rents will soon 
materially be advanced, as the cost of transportation has been 
materially advanced. 

Now, Mr. Pre iclent, with respect to the machines under con
sideration, we find that the domestic price is more than 100 
per cent abave the price in 1914. The domestic producers, tak
ing advantage of their monopoly and the lack of competition 
from abroad, are charging the public substantially what they 
desire. 

I am utterly at a loss to comprehend how the imposition of a 
duty upon printing presses may be defended in the light of the 
nominal importations. We will get no revenue from the duty, 
and the importations con titute no menace by way of com
petition to the domestic producers, and therefore it looks as if 
the sole purpose was to license the domestic manufacturer to 
maintain the present-I shall not say extortionate-high prices, 
which are double the prices charged before the war. How 
are we going to bring prices down to normal levels if_ we frame 
a tariff law upon the theory that high prices ought to be 
maintained, and when we enact a law behind which the domestic 
manufacturer may buttress himself, fearing no foreign com
petition, and, in most instances, by reason of monopolistic con
trol, fearing no domestic competition? 

I called attention yesterday to the fact that already the 
woolen manufacturers in the United States have advanced the 
prices of their products, and it was indicated in the same pub
lication that further advances would be made. The American 
people have been told that these extortionate prices would come 
down; but our Republican friends are framing this legislation 
so that present enormous prices may either be maintained or 
increased. What will be the result when winter comes of the 
increased prices of woolen goods, clothing, blankets, and a mul
titude of articles so indispensable to the welfare of the people? 
Our Republican friends are apparently doing everything they 
can to resist the movement of the laws of supply and demand. 
They want to arrest them and to continue this artificial situa
tion-the product of the war· and the result of definite com
binations in restraint of trade in the United States, 

I read in this morning's Baltimore Sun a very illuminating 
article dealing with the question of antitrust actions which are 
stm languishing. Yesterday I mentioned the fact that many 
of the corpo1·ations of the United States had formed combina
tions destructive of competition, and that they treated the 
Sherman antitnist law as a nullity. In the Baltin1ore Sun of 
June 8 this statement is made, appearing upon the first page 
of the paper : 

That antitrust prosecutions have languished in recent times and may 
be expected to occupy even less attention on the part of the Depart
ment of Justice in the future may be indicated by the fact that within 
the past three years the Federal Trade Commission has sent the records 
in more than 60 cases of alleged violations of the law to the Attorney 
General without court action being taken in a single instance. 

What is the matter with the Attorney General and the Depart
ment of Justice? Why do they not prosecute the corporations 
which have violated the Sherman antitrust law? 

The commission has gone ahead, within such legal limitations as it 
may function under, investigating case after case of alleged trans~res
sion against the Sherman Act and other enactments in the same direc
tion, but that body is powerless to do more than investigate and make 
recommendations. It can dissolve no combinations and can send nobody 
to jail. ' 

ACTION WITH J"GSTICE DE.PARTMENT. 

Prosecution of offenders is the business of the Department o! Justice 
and the trial and co.nviction of those offenders is the business o! the 
Federal court . The commission may, of course, issue a complaint 
against an alleged violator of the law, and may state its charges in 
behalf of that complaint, as has been done in the case of the Bethlehem
Lackawanna steel merger. 

Evidence may be exacted by the commissiQn in its inquisitorial pro
ceedings. Per ons and papers may be called for and demanded. And 
if the commission becomes convinced that a defendant company has 
.violated the law an order to "cease and desi t" may be issued. 

But if the defendant chooses to ignore such an order the Federal 
Trade Commission is powerless to compel compliance. AH that it may 
do thereafter is to certify the whole record to the Department o.f Jus
tice and to urge officially and publicly, if it pleases, that court proceed
ings be instituted. If the department believes it has a case and is 
inclined to carry such a case to court prosecution follows. Otherwise 
the matter ends there .so far a· the Government is concerned. 

SO ENDBD IN 60 CASJ!ll'I. 

.And the matter bas ended there in no less than 60 cases which the 
commission has formally laid before the department, according to the 
department's reco1:cts. Nor has Attorney General Daughe~tY. b~en alone 
in refusing to go mto court on the strength of the comm1ss1on s recom-
mendatio.ns. . 

.Attorneys GE>neral Gregory and Palmer were equally reluctant, it 
seems, many of the cases i!J- ques\ion havin~ been ~u~mi~d and laid 
away to rest in peace durmg theu respective adm1mstrat1ons of the 
Department of Justice. 

In justice to tho e officials, it has been stated that in their judg
ment there has been little likelihood of successful prosecution of the 
eases arising before the Federal Trade Commission. There may have been 
apparent violations of the law, it is pointed out1 and many violations 
of what seemed to be the law 10 years ago, but rew. violations of what 
the courts now interpret as the antitrust law. 

Prosecuting omcials began to see a weakening in the Federal courts' 
attitude toward the Sherman law about the time the war began. Dur
ing the period of the war there was declared a sort of truce in the 
prosecution of combinations in restraint of trade. Combinations were 
actually invited by the Government itself, the old War Industries Board 
being the medium thro.ugh which t he Government acted. 

But after the war some effort was made, notabl~ by the commissi~n, 
to call a halt. l\lany businesses seemed to be i•unrung amuck, assummg 
the old war-time immunity still prevailed. Also there seemed to be some 
effort o.n the part of the Department of Justice to restoL·e the condi
tions as they existed before 1917. 
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Mr. President, I want to add that following the war the I profit to the producers. If a wholesome condition is desired in 

Department of Justice under 1\fr. Palmer began making in- the industrial field there must be some competition from 
vestigations with a vie.w to instituting prosecutions. A. number abroad. There should be imports of from 10 to 15 or 20 per cent. 
of prosecutions were instituted and records were prepared, as I That leaven would tend to leaven. the whole lump and produce 
I am advised, for the institution of suits against other com- reasonable prices. It would strike at domestic monopoly aimed 
binat.ions in restraint of trade. Undoubtedly many actions at the increase Of the domestic price. 
would have been commenced if 1\fr. Palmer had remained in I am afraid the able Senators who have framed this bill have 
office for a few months longer. The writer from whom I been too much concerned for the manufacturer and have ex
am quoting states that the 60 recommendations made by hibited too little concern for the consumer. They have pleaded 
the Fede~al Trade Commission languished in the Department for the rich, for the powerful, for tl)e great manufacturers. 
of Ju tice, and the trusts flourished. This bill is in the interest They have not been the advocates of the consumer. Somebody 
of the tru ts. It gives them greater license, greater opportunity must lift his voice in defense of the consumer; and if this bill 
for the purpose of continuing their illegal practices and their becomes a law in the form in which it came from the com
oppressive conduct toward the people. mittee, then the consumer is bound and gagged and placed at 

The Senator from Wi consin and the Senator from Arkan as the mercy of the producers of the United States. 
have called attention to some figures relative to the paragraph The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WILLIS in the chair). The 
under consideration. I want to direct attention to further facts question is on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
relating to this- paragraph. Arkansas [1\Ir. RoBINSON] to the amendment of ' the committee. 

Bear in mind that the production of printing pres es in the :;\fr. ROBINSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 
United States in 1914 was more than $8,396,000. The materials The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro-
used in the manufacture of printing presses are steel, iron, and ceeded to call the roll. 
hard rubber. Germany can not compete with us, nor England, l\fr. UNDERWOOD (when his name was called). I transfer 
nor any other country in the world, in the manufacture of my general pair with the senior Senator from Massachusettrt 
printing presses. That has been demonstrated by the fact that [Mr. LODGE] to the Junior Senator from Rhode rsland [Mr. 
the importations have been negligible and our exports have GERRY], and vote" yea." 
been considerable. The roll call wa~ concluded. 

These materials are found in sufficient quantities in the 1\11:. HA.LE. Making the same announcement as before, I 
United States, except rubber, which is imported. Shop machin- vote ,i nay." 
ery of the type used in the manufacture of large machinery Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Making the same announcement 
is the greater part of the ea_uipment used in the manufacture as on the previous vote with respect to my- pair and its trans~ 
of printing pre es. Special machinery., machine• tools, and a fer, I vote" yea." 
foundry are also part of the equipment. The American manu- -Ir. STANLEY. I transfer my general pair with the junior 
facturer is at no disadvantage in procuring equipment. Senator from Kentucky [Mr. ERNST] to the senior Senator froIJ\ 

It is known, l\Ir. President, that in the manufacture of large Texas [Mr: CULBERSON], and vote "yea." 
machinery-indeed, for that matter, all qualities and kind of l\Ir. HARRISON (after.. having voted in the afllrmative). [ 
machinery-the United States occupies a dominant, a supreme transfer my pair with the junior Senator from West Virginia 
position in the world. [Mr. ELKINS] to the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. PrIT-

Automatic and special machinery is used to a great extent. MAN], and allow· my vote to stan~. . 
By far the greater part of all printing presses are built to Mr. OWEN. I transfer my pair with the Senator from New 
special specifications, but the smaller machines are standard- Jersey [Mr. EDGE] to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. REED) 
ized. The foreign practice is the same in this respect. On and vote "yea." _ 
account of the size and price of the modern printing press Mr. PHIPPS (after having voted in the negative). I transfer 
the efficient conduct of the industry requires a la1·ge factory: my .pai: w1th the Senator ~rom South Carolina [Mr. DUL] to 
ample capital, and a highly developed organization. These the JUDIOr Senator from Arizona [Mr. CAMERON], and. allow my 
requirements are found in the United States. The capital in- vote to stand. 
vested in the manufacture of printing presses is chiefly in The result was· announced-yeas 28, nays, 27, not voting 41, 
'large factories, and printing presses are generally sohl direct a follows: 
to the consumer. • YEAS-28. 

It is not a new industry, as the record shows, but one which ~~~~st 
has grown and developed in the United States, having its origin Caraway 

Kellogg 
Kendrick 
King 
Ladd 

Nelson 
Norris 
Overman 
Owen 
Pomerene 
Robinson 
Sheppard 

Simmons 
Smith 
Stanley 
~wanson 
Underwood 
Watson, Ga. 
Williams 

years ago. Harris 
The domestic exports, the record shows, are due mainly to ' ll!~son La: Follette 

Lenroot 
Myers the superior design that American printing presses have .. and Jone , N. :Mex. 

they have been exported to all the markets of the world, al
though the American manufacturers have some disadvantage 
in foreign markets owing to their higher manufacturing costs ; 
but, notwithstanding these disadvantages, we have shipped to 
all the markets of the world, and have been able to compete 
with foreign producers, and to find a large market for our sur-
plus products. . 

The exports in 1910 amounted to more than $2,000,000. Tl1ere 
was a marked increase in 1911,. and a further increase in 1912, 
at which time the exports reached the sum of more than 
$3,000,000. After that year exports decreased to $1,431,000 in 
1915 and increased in 1917. In 1918 the exports were 1,349,~. 
In 1919 the exports amounted to nearly $4,000,000. · 

The imports were first reported separately in 1910, and they 
amounted to only $30,000. They decreased to $3,000 in.1917. In 
1919 they increased to $19,000. Imports of printing presses have 
been practically negligible as compared with export . 

Mr. Presiclent, in the face of that record, and in view of the 
fact that Germany is utterly unable to compete with the United 
States. and that no other country is able to compete, the propo
sition is to impose a tariff! 

Even if I were a protectionist I would want foreign compe
tition. I think it is a dangerous thing to leave the domestic 
manufacturer an unrestricted market, the absolute control of 
the market. I do not care how honest a man may be; if he 
establishe a store in. a community and has absolutely no com
petition, the people will suffer from his cupidity ; and if the 
manufacturers of the United States are not subjected to some 
competition from abroad there will be not only a tendency for 
combinations but the fact will be that combinations and oraani
zations will arise which will increase the prices aboYe a fair 

Bursum 
Calder 
Cappe:i: 
Curtis 
Gooding 
Hale 
Jones, Wash. 

Keyes 
McCwnber 
McKinley 
McLean 
McNary 
Newberry 
Nicholson 

NAYS-27. 
Oddie 
Pepper 
Phipps 
Rawson 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Spencer 

NOT VOTING-41. 
Ball Edge Johnson 

: Brandegee Elkins Lodge 
Broussard Ernst McCormick 
~meron li'ernald M.ck:ellar 
Colt Fletcher Moses 
Crow France New 
Cummins li'relinghuysen Norbeck 
Culberson Gerry Page 
Dial Glass Pittman 
Dillingham Harreld Poindexter 
du Pont Hitchcock . Ransdell 

Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
WarTen 
;rM~n, Ind. 

Re€d 
Shields 
Stanfield 
Sterling 
Trammell 
Walsh, Mass. 
Walsh, Mont. 
Weller 

So Mr. ROBINSON'S amendmen( to the committee amendment 
was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the 

amendment on page 83, lines 18 to 23, has not1 been agreed to. 
l\Ir. UNDERWOOD. That is just the assembling of the vari4 

t>US changes. Let the Secretary state the amendment.· 
The IlEADINO CLERK. On page 83, line 18, after the worde 

" ad valorem" and· the semicolon, insert: 
Sewing machine , an<'l pa:cts thereof, not specially provided for, val

ued a t: not' more than $75 each, 25 per cent ad valorem ; valued• at more 
than $75 each, 40 per cent ad valor(>ul ; cash registe1-s, antl parts 
~~~~doior:~a~:~ iiien°~e;~ ;~~~m ;. p1foting presses, not :;pecially pl'o-
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The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment which has just b~n reported. 

Mr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator will state his in

quiry. 
l\lr. KING. I confess I am a little unable to understand the 

situation. For my information, what rate of duty is attached to 
printing presses, not specially provided for, and lawn mowers? 

1\lr. ROBINSON. Fifteen per cent, the rate I proposed. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 

the amendment of the ·committee. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 84, line 2, to strike out the 

word " and " and to insert the words: 
30 per cent ad valorem ; knitting, braiding, and insulating machines, 
and all other textile machinery or parts thereof, finished or unfinished, 
not specially provided for, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

1\lr. UNDERWOOD. I think that is practically two amend
ments, because the first part of it, down to the semicolon, pro
vides for the tax on the things above, and the amendment from 
that point provides for the machinery named. I ask that it be 
separated and submitted as two amendments. 

l\fr. KING. A parliamentary inquiry. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The ~enator will state his 

inquiry. 
l\Ir. KING. I invite attention to line 24, page 83, providing 

35 per cent ad valorem. Was that a Senate committee amend
ment? 

1\fr. ROBINSON. That was amended by the amendment 
which I proposed ; the 35 per cent was stricken out and 15 per 
cent inserted. 

·Mr. KING. I understood that related to printing presses 
and lawn mowers. Did it include machine tools? 

l\fr. ROBINSON. Yes ; and parts of machine tools. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing 

to the amendment on page 84. Will the Senator from .Ala
bama repeat his request? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If we W>te merely on the amendment 
as a whole we will vote on two rates at the same time. The 
first part of the amendment covers embroidery machines, in
cluding shuttles for sewing and embroidery machines, lace
making machines, machines for making lace curtains, nets, and 
nettings, 30 per cent ad valorem. The 30 per cent i·ate is really 
the first part of that amendment. Then the amendment pro
vides for knitting, braiding, and insulating machines, and all 
other textile machinery or parts thereof, finished or unfinished, 
not specially provided for, 50 per cent ad valorem. As there 
are two questions involved, I ask that the amendment.be sep-
arated. . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama 
asks that the amendment be divided ; consequently the vote 
will be on the first section, the 30 per cent rate, down to the 
semicolon. The question is on agreeing to the amendment. 

1\fr. KING. May I inquire of the Senator from North Dakota 
the reason for fixing the rates at 30 per cent ad valoreru. I in
vite attention to the information contained in the Tariff Com
mission Survey, and I discover there that the American demand 
for these particular machines has " not been sufficient to en
courage any domestic manufacturer to build so highly special
ized a machine in competition with the long-established foreign 
makers, who have developed the machines during the last cen
tury and enjoy the advantage of having the world's largest mar
ket at their doors. It is noteworthy that during the war, when 
there was difficulty in obtaining machines from abroad, there 
was no attempt made to make them in this country." 

On the next page it is stated : 
There are in the United States approximately 575 Levers lace ma

«hines, 500 lace-curtain machines, about 40 bobbinet machines, and per
haps 300 warp-lace machines. None of these machines ru:e made in 
the United States. Some braiding machines have been made in this 
country, both by machine makers and by·lace concerns. 

Materials : Cast iron, steel, and brass are the materials used in the 
construction of this class of machinery. 

Equipment: Shops must be equipped for the production of large and 
heavy machines, of great complexity and a high degree of accuracy. 

Organization : The industry requires a world market as the total de
mand is limited ; the designs are very complex, and manufacturing skill 
and experience is required. Consequently the machines are high priced. 

History of the industry : So far as is known, no lace machines have 
ever been made in the United States. During the war. when the im
porters experiencecl difficulty in obtaining parts, at least one of them 
carefully considered 1.be possibility of making parts in this country, but 
decided that, even in the case of the very heavy frame castings, it 
would not be a commercial proposition. One domestic textile machinery 
maker formerly made ome braiding machines, but in the opinion of one 
of the Jar&'e braid makers the e machines were so inferior to the Ger
man machmes that American manufacturers are practically dependent 
upon Germany for this type of machine. Some of the lace and braid 
manutacturerR, however, have made a number of machines for their 
own use which they consider satisfact~ry. 

Domestic production and consumption : There is no domestic produc
tion of lace machines. The demand is somewhat limited ; there would 
be considerable expense necessary to design and develop so complicated 
a machine, and competition would be met from the large and long
established firms of England and France. 

I read just a sentence or two further : 
Under the acts of 1894 and 1897 lace machines were included as 

manufactures of metal not pecially provided for, dutiaple at 35 and 45 
per cent ad valorem, respectively. By the act of August 5, 1909, lace 
machines were admitted free of duty until January 1, 1911. After that 
date the duty reverted to 45 per cent. The act of 1913 reduced the 
duty to 20 per cent. The temporary removal of the duty in 1909 re
sulted in a large importation. which greatly stimulated the lace and 
embroidery industries in the United States. 

COMPETITIVlil CONDITIONS. 

The lace·-curtain industry bas been established in this country for 
over 20 years. Practically all of the machines are of English make. i a 
few are French. The fancy-lace industry was not developed in t.nis 
country to any extent until 1909, when lace machines were admitted 
free of duty for a. period of 17 months. 

It would seem from this reJ)-Ort of the Tariff Commission 
that the less impediments that are offered to bringing into 
this country these machines the better it is for the industry; 
that we developed the lace industry to give employment to 
people by having the machines come into the United States. 
l\fay I inquire of the Senator whether conditions have so 
changed since the tariff survey was submitted in 1921 as to 
lead to the conclusion th~t the report of the Tariff Commis
sion is inaccurate! 

Mr. McCUl\iBER. I did not hear all of the Tariff Commis
sion's report as read by the Senator, but I assume that it 
is accurate. First, let us accept the proposition just as it is, 
that we do not make the machines in the United States at all. 
Therefore, from a protective standpoint let us uppose that we 
do not need any protection whatever. I do not know myself 
just where we a1·e going to get revenues to meet appropriations 
that are being made from year to year in the United States
and we do not seem to be growing any more economical in the 
matter as the- years go by-unless we get some of them 
from importations. 

This product stood a 45 per cent ad valorem duty prior to 
1913, and with a 45 per cent ad valorem duty we imported in 
1910 $1,387,000 worth and collected a duty of $40,260. In 1911 
we imported $1,792,216 worth, and we collected $42,368 teYenue. 
In 1912, with a 45 per cent ad valorem, we imported $619,000 
worth, and we collected a duty of $222,000. In 1913 we im
ported $327,000, and we collected a duty of $147,396. So it 
pays us a very good return upon the basis of a 45 per cent ad 
valorem duty. 

In 1921 the imports of embroidery and lace-making machines, 
including machines for making lace curtains, nets, and so 
forth, amounted to $633,485, almost as much as they were in 
1911 ; in fact, more than that when we had the other . There 
were imported in 1921 of jute manufacturing machinery, $148,-
807, and all others, $4,167,297. 

l\fr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me, I called his 
attention only to the machine for lace making and the machine 
for making lace curtains, nets, and nettings, not jute machines 
and other clas&es to which the Senator perhaps has referred. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Those which I quoted from the table 
from the tariff survey were just lace machines, embroidery 
and lace-making machines. The jute manufacturing machinery 
is found in the next table. 

l\fr. KING. Was not the Senator in error in tating that 
until recently the tariff was 45 per cent? I find on page 73 a 
statement that the act of 1913 reduced the duty to 20 per cent, 
and the temporary removal of tlrn duty in 1909 resulted in a 
large importation which greatly stimulated lace and embroidery 
mdustries of the United States. It would appear from that 
statement of the Tariff Commission that there wa a period--

Mr. McCUl\fBER. The Senator will remember that in the 
1909 law, in order to get some of the lace machines in the 
United States, as we did not produce them, certain classes of 
them were imported free of duty. Some were on the free list 
and some went upon the list bearing 45 per cent ad valorem 
duty, but if he will look at the amount that was imported and 
the amount of duty he will see that about one-half, I bould 
judge at a glance, were bearing a duty of about 40 per cent, 
and the others came in free. They came in free for a number 
of years. · 

Mr. Sl\.IOOT. Until January 1, 1911. 
Mr. McCUl\.IBER. Yes. In 1913 we had the 45 per cent 

duty and the divided duty in part of 1912. In 1912 they were 
partly free and partly 45 per cent duty, according to this re
port. We got $222,000 in duties that year. 

Mr. KING. If the Senator will pardon me, I think he has 
answered the question I asked. 

• 
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Mr. McCUMBER. After the free provision was eliminated, 

as the Senator will see, the importations continued. 
Mr. KING. The Senator, then, justifies this rate upon the 

ground of revenue? 
Mr. McCillfBER. Oh, certainly. 
Mr. KING. He has not urged it other than for revenue pur-

poses? · 
Mr. McCUMBER. This is a duty for revenue purposes only. 

We do not produce the article in the United States. The duty 
under the Underwood bill was 25 per cent on part of it and 
45 per cent on part of it. The bill now raises it only 5 per cent 
above the Underwood law. 'Ve have an amount of importations, 
I think, which will justly and easily absorb the extra 5 per 
cent, and especially as it is for revenue only. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I do not wish to enter into 
any extended discussion about the matter, but the revenue col
lected from this item in 1920 was $138,000. The imports were 
a little bit larger in 1921, but I have no statement of what the 
revenues were. They could not have.been much over $150,000. 

Tllie proposition is to increase the present rate only 5 points. 
That is not a very large increase, but I want to ask the Sen
ator from North Dakota if he thinks this is a very good time 
to increase the rate for purely revenue purposes in view of the 
fact that this machine is used in the manufacture of articles 
that have connection with the clothing of the people. It is 
well understood at this time that the prices of this class of 
materials which constitute a part of the clothing of the people 
are exceedingly high. I do not want to enter into any dis
cussion about it, but I doubt very much whether it is a wise 
public policy to be increasing the price of clothing through the 
tariff bill for purely revenue purposes. I do not care to say 
more about it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. TOWNSEND in the chair). 
The question is on the first branch of. the amendment offered by 
the committee. 

Mr. ROBINSON. I understand the amendment substantiall:v 
embraces two propositions and by agreement has been divided, 
the vote being first taken on lace-making machines, and so 
forth? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. That is correct. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the second 

part of the amendment of the committee, which the Secretary 
will report. 

The READING CLERK. On page 84, beginning in line 3, insert : 
Knitting, braiding, and insulating machines, and all other textile 

machinery or parts, thereof, finished or unfinished, not specially pro
vided for, 50 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. ROBINSON. l\lr. President, I do not find any definite 
information respecting this class of machines. There is noth
ing in the Summary of Tariff Information that has been 
brought to my attention which justifies this very high rate; but 
I presume tl1e chairman of the committee will submit a state
ment in explanation of the action of the committee seeking to 
impose a rate of 50 per cent ad valorem. It is my intention 
to offer an amendment reducing that rate of 25 per cent ad 
valorem. I will offer the amendment now or withhold it for 
the present. It does seem that there ought to be some explana
tion given for the imposition of this very high rate. I ask the 
Senator from North Dakota what is the rate now imposed for 
"knitting, braiding, and insulating machines, and all other 
textile machinery or parts thereof, finished or unfinished, not 
specially provided for "? 

Mr. McCUMBER. The report of the Tariff Commission is 
not very enlightening upon that paragraph. I suppose the main 
trouble lies in the fact that most of those machines come in 
under a basket clause, and it is impossible to say just what pro
portion are of a specific designation. I have testimony here of 
one of the witnesses in the form of a b1ief showing the necessity 
for the rates which we have placed upon these articles; and our 
examination indicated that they ought to carry a rate of 50 per 
cent ad valorem . . 

Mr. ROBINSON. What is the rate now imposed under the 
basket clause which embraces t.bese items? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Under the present law? 
Mr. ROBINSON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I understand that it is 20 per cent. 
Mr. ROBINSON. And it is now proposed to multiply that 

rate by two and a haJf? 
Mr. McCUl\IBER. The Payne-Aldrich rate was 45 per cent 

and the rate proposed is only 5 per cent over the Payne-Aldrich 
rate. 

Mr. ROBINSON. In line 5, page 84, I move to strike out the 
numerals " 50 " and to insert in lieu thereof "25." 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend
ment offered by the Senator fro~ Arkansas to the committee 
amendment. 

The amendment td the amendment was rejected. 
The next amendment of the Committee on Finance wa·s on 

page 84, line 7, before the words "per centum," to strike' out 
the numerals " 35 " and to insert the nume1als " 30," so as to 
read: 
all other machines or parts thereof, finished or unfinished not specially 
provided for, 30 per cent ad va rem. • ' 

l\lr. SIMMONS. Mr. ~resident, I recognize the fact that the 
proposed Senate committee rate is 5 points below the House 
rate, but the House rate and the Senate rate are both tot> high. 
This is a very sweeping clause. After taxing at certain fixed 
ad valorem rat~ various machines, including steam engines, 
locomotives, printing presses, lawn mowers, machine tools and 
parts of machines and tools, embroidery machines, lace-making 
machines, lace-curtain machines, knitting machines, braiding 
and insulating machines, and all other textile machinery or 
parts thereof, finished or unfinished, 50 per cent, there is this 
catch-all provision : 

All other machines or parts thereof, finished or unfinished, not pe
cially provided for, 30 per cent ad valorem. 

My interpretation of that is that absolutely no machine of 
any sort that is now imported or may hereafter be imported 
into the United States shall escape taxation at least at the rate 
of 30 per cent. If I am correct in that assumption, I should 
like to be advised to that effect. I do not know that I have 
read a more sweeping clause than that. The machine is not 
named ; we do not know what its character is; we do not know 
what the cost of the .production of it is here and abroad; but 
if it is a machine, or the part of a machine, under this all
embracing provision it is to be taxed 30 per cent, if it is not 
taxed otherwise specifically at a higher or les er rate. I think 
we are "going some;'' l\fr. President, in this proposed legi la
tion when, without specifying, we are willing to say that all 
kinds and characters and conditions of machines that may be 
made by man or used by man, .that are or may be imported 
into this country, shall pay a tax. 

There may be some machines that ought to pay a tax ; there 
may be some machines that can be made for very much less 
abroad than they can be made llere, and therefore ought, under 
the protective principle on which this bill is written, be re
quired to pay a tax; but there may be other machines that can 
be made here much more cheaply than they can be made 
abroad ; but without regard to whether they can be made in 
this country for 25 or 30 or 50 per cent less than they can be 
made in another country, they must be taxed at the rate of 30 
per cent. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, will the Senator yield? 
l\fr. SIMl\IONS. Yes. I am merely discussing this item be

cause I can not get any information from the other side . 
.Mr. LENROOT. If that be a c1iticism, does it not apply 

equally to the present Underwood-Simmons law, which levies 
a tax of 20 pe,; ~lit on the same commodities under a basket 
clause. 

Mr. SIMMONS. It may be ; but that would not deter me 
from saying that, to my mind, it is a dangerous provision. It 
never had occurred to me before. It is a VH'y sweeping pro>i
sion, and when all the facts with reference to the importations 
of "all other machines and parts of machines" are taken into 
con ideration, it looks to me like a very rank proposition. 

Mr . .McCUMBER. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator from .North Dakota? 
Mr. SIMMONS. I am only trying to develop the real facts 

about this provision. It seems to me it is rather a dangerous 
provision and it has just been brought to my attention. Here 
are the facts with reference to our exports. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President--
Mr. SIMMONS. I will ask the Senator from North Dakota 

to wait until I read the statement which I was about to read 
from the Tariff Commission. Under the head of "All other 
machinery and parts of," the figures as to exports for different 
years are given. It is shown that in 1918 the exports of the 
articles embraced in this catch-all clause, or basket clause, or 
whatever it may be called, were $42,299,866; in 1919, $73,-
426,726; in 1920, $96,657,650; and in nine months of 1921, $58,-
503,723. • 

In this clause, covering " all other machinery and parts of," 
are included machines of which, according to this record, we 
exported for the nine months of last year $58,000,000 worth, 
and for the year previous $96,000,000 worth. 

' 
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Mr. McCUl\IBER. Mr. President-- _ 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 

Carolina yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. SIMMONS. I yield. 
Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator just a moment ago stated 

that his questions were for the purpose of eliciting information, 
and that he did not receive any information from this side . of 
the Chamber on t1ie subject. I want to remind the Senator, if 
that was a criticism, that if he will look over his remarks he 
will find that there was hardly single comma even in his 
speech from the time he began to speak on the subject to the 
present time, and he can hardly accu~e me of not being willing 
to gi~e him the information, unless he is willing to give me a 
chance to give it. I merely wanted to answer that part of the 
Senator's statement. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I thought I paused long9enough, and the 
Senator did not rise, and then I proceeded with my remarks. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think the Senator will find there is not 
even a semicolon in his remarks. 

Mr. SI1\.fi10NS. A pause does not always require a punctua
tion point. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

l\1r. SIMMONS. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota 
with a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think I can give some reasons for the 
proposed duty. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I will be very glad to have the Senator do so. 
Mr. l\fcCUMBER. There is a good reason for the duty pro

posed, just as the Senator from North Carolina in the Under
wood-Simmons law had a good reason fqr levying a duty of 20 
per cent upon the same commodities. It is not for protection, 
we will admit, but we needed money in 1913, and we need twice 
as much money in 1921 as we did then. While we may export 
certain kinds of machinery covered generally in the basket 
clau e, and it may possibly exceed in value many times the 
imports, yet on a close investigation it will generally be found 
that the exports consist of one kind of machinery and the im
ports of an entirely different kind, but all come under the gen
eral basket clause. 

In 1907 there was a 45 per cent ad valorem duty under this 
clause covering miscellaneous machinery, . and we imported 
$4,978,000 worth and collected $2,240,000 revenue. The next 
year, 1908, we imported $3,363,000 worth and collected a revenue 
of $1,648,000. The imports largely increased until in 1910 we 
imported under this basket clause $8,466,000 worth and col
lected $3,809,000 of revenue under a 45 per cent duty. In 1911 
we imported $6, 792,000 worth and collected $2,811,000 of reve
nue. The imports continued at something over $6,000,000 until 
we reached 1913-14, when the 20 per cent ad valorem duty 
under the present law came into effect, and the imports dropped 
immediately to $4,000,000, then to $3,000,000, then to $1,000,000, 
and so on, and we collected about one-third as much revenue as 
we had collected under the previous tariff law. 

We do not propose in this bill the high duty of 45 per cent 
which prevailed from 1907 to 1913, but we are proposing a 
duty midway between what the Underwood-Siinmons law im
posed and what the Payne-Aldrich law imposed, namely, 30 
per cent ad valorem. 

cation; but if you are imposing that duty for the purpose of 
protection, then if you make a blanket clause of this sort, em
bracing all machines of every kind and description, and put 
the same common duty upon all of these different machines, 
I submit that you will in some instances radically violate the 
principle under which you are proceeding, and in other in
stances you will not impose as much duty as you ought to 
impose to carry out that principle. 

Therefore I made the point which I made a little while ago, 
that it did not seem to me that it was possible to apply cor
rectly the principle of protection to all the machines that were 
made in his country without any reference to whether those 
machines were made at less cost or at greater cost he:re than 
in other countries, and I think the point was well taken ; but, 
of course, I have to accept what the committee say, that they 
impose this duty not for protection but for revenne, and upon 
that basis, if they think it is a proper subject out of which to 
raise revenue, nothing can be said. , 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me 
just one suggestion? • 

Mr. Sil\fMONS. Yes. • 
Mr. McCUMBER. That is, if this is subject to criticism 

because of its wide range, is not the Underwood-Simmons bill 
subject to greater criticism, because it states "all manufactures 
of metal"? 

Mr. SHIMONS. Exactly. I have just said that the Under
wood rate was undoubtedly imposed for purely revenue pur
poses, and if imposed for purely revenue purposes it was per
fectly logical. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is th~ only standpoint from which I 
have discu ed this. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But if it is imposed for protective pur
poses-and that was the purpose for which I supposed it was 
imposed when I spoke first-I said that you could not justify 
it, because you thereby threw into one class all machines of 
every kind and character that a:r:e or may be imported into this 
country, without any reference to whether tho e machines co t 
less to produce here than they did abroad, and that you could 
not properly apply the protective principle in that way, al
though of comse you can apply the principle of levying a duty 
for revenue purposes ; and th~ Senator now says that that is the 
purpose of this duty. 

Mr. SMOOT. l\fr. President, I recognize the fact that the 
Senator from North Carolina is just talking to kill time, but I 
want to call his attention to the fact that there is no seventy
eight or forty-six million dollars involved in this catch-all 
clause that we are di cussing now. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I can not say whether there is or not. 
Mr. SMOOT. I can say it. 
Mr. SIMMONS. I simply read the figures, and I told the 

Senator what I read from. 
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator read exports, not imports at all. 
Mr. SIMl\.10.NS. I was not talking about imports ; I was 

talking about exports. The Senator misunderstood me entirely, 
and I do not want him to misunderstand me. 

Mr. SMOOT. I do not want to misrepres nt the Senator. 
Mr. SlillIO.NS. Here is what I read--
Mr. SMOOT. The Senator 'vas objecting here to a catchall 

clause that took in all sorts of machinery of all kin<ls, and be 
said that they did not know anything about what fell under 
that catchall cl:rn e, and then he proceeded to read the :figures 
that he did. 

l\fr. Sil\fl\IONS. I read the :figures a to exports, not Rs to 
impoJ?ts, as the Senator eems to think. \Vhat I stated was 
that on page 507 of the Summary of Tariff Information, under 
the bead of "Export ,'' they give the exports of certain machines 
and locomoth·es, and :finally they say : 

Leaving out the question of protection entirely, I can not 
believe that we can afford to throw away the revenue that 
we ought to receive from these importations; and I have an 
idea that as they came in rmder normal conditions in as great 
an amount as $8,466,000 worth under a 45 per cent duty, they 
will probably, when normal conditions return, come in even 
greater volmne with a less rate of duty, the rate of 30 per 
cent, and we will derive considerable re>enue therefrom. Exports have been as follow . 

l\lr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, of course, if the Senator is Then they segregate them, and give the export as to the 
levying these duties for revenue, that is very, very different. various machines and locomotives, and at the conclu ion of that 
We have here a paragraph that contains many different and it ays: 
clearly egregated articles that are taxed. Some of them, we All other machinery and parts of-
are told, are taxed for purposes of protection ; some of them Which is the language used in the section we are discu" ing, 
are taxed for the purpose of revenue. As this is a tariff for and it shows that the exports of all other machinery and parts 
protection, we can not tell, until the committee advises us, thereof for 1921, nine months, were $58,503,723. That is all I 
whether the e rates are for protection or for revenue, especially said. The Senator rnisunder tood me. 
when they are all mixed up together in one paragraph, and l\lr. SMOOT. Then, of course, I mi ·understood the Senator, 
rates upon half a dozen or maybe more articles are imposed in if that is the case; but he was complaining about a catchall 
the same paragraph, some of which are defended on the ground clause here and said that nobody could tell what good fell 
that they are necessary to p~otect the American producer. under it. · 

If you are levying this duty for the purpose of protection, l\fr. SIMMO ... ·s. 011, well, that is another part of the di -
then it does not matter at all what is the difference between cussion. 
the cost of the article here and abroad, and you can therefore I Mr. SMOOT. The Senator knows too much about making a 
with impunity apply your duty so as to embraee all articles tariff bill to criticize- a thing like that. There never ha been 
in the same general classification, even an all-embracing classifi- a tariff bill mat.le, there never will be a tariff bill made, that 
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does not have a catchall clause in e-very section of it. There 
has to be. It is necessary to have one, or else you have to 
pai'ticularize every single item that may come into this country 
from anywhere in all the world, cove1ing every kind of goods that 
may be made in the country. This paragraph is written just 
the same as all of the paragrttphs covering machinery are 
written. The great bulk of them are mentioned, and those 
that do not fall there, of course, are taken care of by the basket 
clause. • 

l\Ir. Sll\fl\10NS. The Senator does not mean to tell the Sen
ate, I imagine, because it is thought for purposes of protection 
that you should specifically protect half a dozen or a dozen or 
50 machines, that it is necessary that you should then provide 
protection as to all other machines. 

1\lr. ShlOOT. In this section there are thousands and tens 
of thousands of machines protected-not merely one or two 
itemB-and I simply wanted to say that the importations under 
this . catchall clause are as follows: 
In 1918--------------------------------------------- $2,116,000 
In 1919 ------------------------------------------- 1,311,000 
In 1920==------------------------------------------- 3,033,000 
In nine months of 1921------------------------------- 3,189,000 

And it is impossible to say what they were. 
Mr. HEFLIN . . Mr. President, I want to say just a word. 

I want to commend the Senator from Utah for his frankness, 
for bis acknowledgment that this bill is intended to catch all. 
He has referred two or three times to the catchall clauses in 
this bill. · 

Mr. S~fOOT. I suppose the .senator bas never heard of that 
before in tariff legislation, has he? 

Mr. HEFLIN. I have. I have seen it practiced in every 
Republican measure brought into Congress. 

1\lr. Sl\fOOT. Yes; and there never was a Democratic meas
ure brought into this body or into the House but that used the 
same identical word, and everybody knows what it means. 

l\.fr. HEFLIN. No, 1\fr. President; not" catchall "-not in any 
Democratic measures. 

l\fr. SMOOT. Yes; every one of them. 
Mr. HEFLIN. We have measures for revenue on!y, and 

thousands of things are not caught at all. They are on the 
free list. 

.l\Ir. SMOOT. Well, they are caught there. 
Mr. HEFLIN. But the Senator from Utah has a measure 

here that he says has these catchall clauses in it. 
Mr. SM-OOT. Every paragraph-every section. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Yes; every paragi-aph and every section

catch all. I said here in a speech yesterday that nobody es
capect the taxgatherers as provided for in this bill--

Mr. Sl\IOOT. And every Democratic bill. 
l\fr. HEFLIN. And the Senator from Utah comes here and 

Proves by his confession just what I have said, and what others
on this side have charged-that you " catch 'em all." [Laugh
ter.] 

Yes, l\.fr. President, we have a hundred millions of people in 
the United States, and there is nothing truer on this earth than 
that every one of them has to pay a tariff tax under this bill. 
There is not a man, woman, or child in the United States that-
will not have to pay some tax under his bill. 

Mr. SMOOT. Or under ex.isting law. 
Mr. HEFLIN. Not at all. This bill does catch all, and none 

escape from its terrible provisions. 
I can not think of anything that you have left out of this 

bill You have provision after provision to increase the for
tunes of certain men, and to take that money away from cer
tain -other men who have to buy and consume.that thing. You 
are taking no account of the interest of the man who must buy 
and consume, but only providing for the fellow who is going 
to sell. 

l\Ir. President, this Government belongs to producers and con
sumers alike, men engaged in every kind of legitimate business. 
It does not belong to any particular class of people. This Gov
ernment ought to stand on the everlasting principle of equal 
rights to all and special privileges to none. What is this bill? 
It is chock full of special privilege. U is a perfect patchwork 
of governmental favoritism. It singles out 4,000 captains of 
industry and taxes 100,000,000 of people for their benefit. It 
is written purely and wholly, singly and solely, for their benefit. 
What good are the American people going to get out of it? 
Nothing. Where do they come in? Why, they come in when 
the taxgatherer arrives. They have the proud privilege of con
tributing tremendous sums of money under the operation of this 
law to the tariff barons of this country. 

Mr. President, nearly every other man in life, except these 
tariff barons, must rely upon his own skill and energy. He 
must rely upon his own physical strength. He must fight his 

own battles or fall. What happens with one of ·these tariff 
barons? He does not have to rely on his skill and energy. He 
goes into a certa1n business, and he comes down here to a 
Republican Congress, and be says to the Finance Committee 
of the Senate and the Ways and Means Committee of the House, 
"I want my profits increased upon this product. I want a 
tariff tax levied against an item that comes from some foreign 
country." 

" Is the foreign producer about to injure you in the American 
market? " he is asked. 

"No." 
" Do you sell your goods abroad now in competition ~th 

him?" 
"Oh, yes." 
"To what extent do you sell your goods abroad?" 
" Oh, I sell thousands and hundreds of thousands of dollars' 

worth of stuff abroad." 
"How much does he sell in our country?" 
" Oh, not much; a few thousand dollars' worth. But I want 

to incTease my profit. I want to make a killing. I want to make 
a. fortune quickly, and I am a good f~llow. I contributed to 
your campa1gn fund. I support the Republican ticket, and I 
want protection; high protection." 

"·wen, what rate do you want?" 
"Well, such and such a rate." 
"Do you think that will shut this fellow out?" 
" Well, I think it will do the job." 
"All right; we will give you that rate." 
Then, what happens? That foreigner's goods stop coming 

in ; they cease to come int-0 the American market. Then, what 
happens? · The man here still sells his goods abroad, and by 
reason of the tariff tax put up against the foreigner his goods 
are shut out entirely. This man increases the price of the 
stuff to the consumer here at h-0me, and the consumer has no 
relief from it. You haye put the price up on him by the opera
tion of the law; and for whose benefit did you do it? You 
put it up for the benefit of the American tariff baron, who con
tributes to your campaign fund. 

So, Mr. President, it loolijl as if it comes down to, the simple 
proposition of some men buying the right, under the flag and 
under the Constitution, to tax somebody else to benefit their 

·private business. -
It is wrong; it is against the spirit and the genius of 

American institutions. It ought not to be tolerated, and I do 
not believe it will be tolerated when this monstrosity is made 
known in all its hidoous parts to the American people. I do 
not believe they will stand for what is going on in this 
Chamber. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. Let the amendment be stated. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 

amendment. 
The READING CLERK. On page 84, line 7, strike out" 35" and 

insert in lieu thereof " 30." 
Mr. CURTIS. That is a committee amendment? 
The VICE PRESIDENT. It is a committee amendment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. SMOOT.• In behalf of the committee I move, on page 84, 

line 5, after the words " ad valorem " and the semicolon, to 
add the following : 

Cream separators and other centrifugal machines for the separation 
of liquids, or liquids and solids, not specially provided for, 25 per 
cent ad valorem. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, this is a new proposition. 
We have had no notice of it. I would be very glad to have the 
Senator from Utah tell us something about the facts with refer
ence to the production and the importations and e:x:portations 
of those machines. I see that of cream separators we exported 
in the nine months of 1921 $1,515,000 worth. Of cream sepa
rators we imported in nine months of 1921, $334,000 worth. 
So it seems that our exports are something over twenty times 
our imports. I do nett know the domestic production, but I 
assume it is very large. It may be that the Senator from Utah 
can give us some information about it. 

Mr. SMOOT. I will ask the Senator from Wisconsin to 
.make whatever statement he wishes to present in regard to this 
matter. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, cream separators were placed 
upon the free list by the committee. This matter was ca.lled 
to my attention, cream separators being made in New York 
and Wisconsin, I believe. They were put on the free list, I was 
informed by members of the committee, on the theory that 
they are agricultural implements, though I may be mistaken 
about that. 

• 

.. 
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1\Ir. CURTIS. I understood also that they were put on the 
free list because the only kind· of cream separator imported, 
it was claimed, was not made in this country, but is a particular 
kind of a separator. 

l\Ir . SMOOT. The de Laval machine. 
M r . CURTIS. Yes; the de Laval machine. 
1\lr. S~IOOT. It is made in Sweden. 
1\Ir. LENROOT. Upon the subject being brought to my 

attention I looked up the matter of the imports, and I found 
that in 1918 there were 16,884 imported; in 1919 there were 
23.,641 imported; in 1920 there were 44,904 imported, valued at 
$1',3-14,287. It is true that in 1921 the imports dropped down 
very greatly, but only in proportion, I think, to the general 
fall of business, because the farmer had no money with which 
to buy anything. 

The Senator from North Carolina said the exports were sev
eral times the imports. The fact is that the imports of sepa
rators are substantially greater than the exports. A cream 
separator is a very c-0mplicated machine-

1\lr. Sll\fl\fONS. Let me interrupt the Senator right there. 
The Senator probably is not quite accurate, but very nearly so. 
I read a little while ago from the wrong column. I see that in 
1920 the exports were $1,106,000, and in the nine months of 
1921 they fell off to $374,000. 

1\Ir. LENROOT. At the same time the exports were $1,106,-
000, the imports were $1,346,000. In addition to that, if the 
Senator will notice on the top of· page 507 of the Tariff Sum
mary he will see that the imports of parts of cream separators 
during that year were $211,624. 

l\1r. Sll\IMONS. I beg the pardon of the Senate. I did read 
from the wrong line. 

l\1r. LENROOT. I felt sure that the Senator inadvertently 
made a mistake. 

The "VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 84, line 11, after the word 

"scoops," to insert "scythes, sickles, grass hooks, corn knives," 
and in line 15, before the words " er cent," to strike out "25" 
and to i sert "35," so as to make the paragraph read: 

PAR. 373. Shovels, spades, scoops, scythes, sickles, grass hooks, corn 
knives and drainage tools, and parts thereof, composed wholly or in 
chief ~alue of iron, steel, lead, copper, brass, nickel, aluminum, or 
other metal, whether partly or wholly manufactured, 35 per cent ad 
valor em. 

l\Ir. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I make the point of no quorum. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following ~enators 

answered to their names : 
.Ashurst Heflin Newberry 
BaU Jones. Wash. Nicholson 
Brandegee Kendrick Norris 
Bursum Keyes Oddie 
Cttlder Ladd Overman 
Capper La Follette Owen 
Curtis Lenroot Pepper 
Dial McCormick Phipps 
Gooding Mccumber Rawson 
Hale McKinley Robinson 
Harris McLean Sheppard 
Harrison McNary Shortridge 

Simmons 
Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mass. 
Warren 
Willis 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Forty-seven S~ators have an
swered to their names. A quorum is not present. The Secre
tary will call the roll of absentees. 

The reading clerk ·called the names of the absent Senators, 
and l\fr. KELLOGG and Mr. POMERENE answered to their names 
when called. 

Mr. KING and l\Ir. Jol'."ES of New Mexico entered the Chamber 
and answered to their names. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty-one Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the ·· President of the United States, by Mr. 
Latta one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
appro~ed and signed the following acts.: · 

On June 3, 1922 : 
S. 2263. An act to amend the Federal reserve act, approved 

December 23, 1913. 
On June 7, 1922: 
S. 539. An act to further amend an act entitled "An act to 

regulate commerce," approved February 4, 1887, as amended. 
NAVAL OIL RESERYE LEASES. 

The. VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States, which was 

• read and, with the accompanying papers and exhibits, referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands and Surveys: 

To the PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE: 
On April 29 the Senate adopied a resolution directing the Sec .. 

retary of the Interior to furnish the Senate with certain docu
ments, correspondence, papers, files, Executive orders, and au 
contracts for drilling oil wells on naval oil reserves of the 
United States, with all detailed information relating thereto. I 
am to-day in receipt of a letter from the Secretary of the Inte .. 
.rior in which be advises me of his compliance with the resolu· 
tion of the S&ate, and in which he makes to me a full and 
comprehensive report, probably not contemplated in the reso .. 
lution, in which he gives to me the details of the handling. of 
all naval reserve petroleum matters up . to the present date, in· 
eluding full explanation of the ·contracts for the disposition of 
oil and the necessity for such action as bas been taken. The 
report, with the exhibits thereto attached, I am sending to the 
Senate herewith, with the hope that they may be referred to 
the Senate Committee on Public Lands for such ready reference 
and information as they will afford the committee in making 
the investigation contemplated by the Senate. 

I am sure I am correct in construing the impelling purpose o:e 
the Secretary of the Interior in making to me this report. It is 
not to be construed as a defense of either specific acts or the 
general policies followed in dealing with the problems incident 
to the handling of the naval reserves but is designed to afford 
that explanation to which the Senate is entitled, and which wiU 
prove helpful to the country generally in appraising the ad.min· 
istration of these matters of great public concern. I think it 
is only fair to say in this connection that the policy which has 
been adopted by the Secretary• of the Navy and the Secretary 
of the Interior in dealing with these matters was submitted to 
me prior to the adoption thereof, and the policy decided upon 
and the subsequent acts have at all times had my entire ap .. 
pro val. 

THE WHITE HOUSE, Jime "I, 1922. 
w ARBEN G. liAiu>ING. 

ADJUSTED COMPENSATION FOR WORLD W AB VETERANS. 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. I ask unanimous consent to report favor· 
ably from the Committee on Finance, with amendments, the 
bill (H. R. 10874) to provide adjusted compensation for veterans 
of the World War, and for other purposes, and I submit a 
report (No. 756) thereon. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the report will be received. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I simply report it that it may be printed 
and go to the calendar. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed 011 the 
calendar. 

l\Ir. McNARY. I ask unanimous consent to offer an amend .. 
ment to the soldiers' compensation bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

PETITIONS. 

l\fr. CAPPER presented a petition of sundry citizens of Kan
sas City, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation creat .. 
ing a department of education, which was referred to the Com· 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. LADD presented a petition numerously signed by officers 
and members of the Ebenezer Danish Evangelical Lutheran 
Congregation, of Flaxton, N. Dak., praying for the granting ot 
relief to the suffering peoples of Armenia, which was ref-erred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WATSON of Georgia, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill ( S. 3419) for the relief of James E. 
Fitzgerald, reported it with amendments and submitted a report 
(No. 753) thereon. . 

Mr. CAPPER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill ( S. 163) for the relief of Francis L. Flanders, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report (No. 
755) thereon. 

Mr. TOWNSEND, from the Committee on Post Offices and 
Post Roads, to which, 'Was referred the bill (H. n. 7544) au .. 
thorizing the Postmaster General to temporarily reduce the pay, 
of rural carriers for disciplinary purposes instead of suspend
ing them without pay, reported it without amendment and 
submitted a report (No. 757) thereon. 

JESSE C. DENNIS AND WILLIAM RHETT ELEAZER. 

Mr. TOWNSEND. I report from the Committee on Post 
Offices and Post Roads, with an amendment, the bill (S. 2168) 
for the relief of Jesse C. Dennis and William Rhett Eleazer, 
and I submit a report (No. 758) thereon. 
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Mr. SMJTH. I ask unanimous consent for the ,immediate 

consideration of the bill. It is indorsed by the department 
and unanimously reported by the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the. bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com
mittee of the Whole. The amendment was, on page 1, line 7, 
to strike out "$5,759.48" and to insert "$4,590," so as to make 
the bill read : 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and be is 
hereby, autborizecl and directed to pay, out of any money in the Treas
ury not otherwise appropriated, to Jesse C. Dennis and William Rhett 
Eleazer, of the county of Richland and State of South Carolina, 
the sum of $4,590 in full compensation for loss and damage sulfered 
by the said Jesse C. Dennis and William Rhett Eleazer under their con
tract for transporting United States mail at Columbia, S. C., said loss 
having been brought about by the establishment of Camp Jackson in 
the vicinity of Columbia subsequent to the execution of said contract. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 

amendment was coocuned in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and phssed. 
PEARL RIVER BRIDGE, MISSISSIPPI. 

l\Ir. CALDER. From the Committee on Commerce, I report 
back favorably, with amendments, the bill (S. 3620) to author
ize the construction of a bridge across Pearl River at Tilton, 
Lawrence County, Miss., and I submit a report (No. 759) 
thereon. I ask unanimous consent for its immediate considera
tion. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments were, on page 1, line 4, to strike out " con
necting its timber holdings"; in line 5, before the word "River," 
to strike out "Pear" anu insert "Pearl"; and in line 6, after 
the word "at," to insert "or near," so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc.
1 

That the Natchez, Columbia & Mobile Railroad 
Co. is hereby authorized to construct a bridge across Pearl River, at 
a point suitable to the interests of navigation, at or near Tilton, 
Lawrence County, Miss., in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled "An act to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters," approved March 23, 1906. 

SEC. 2. That the right to lter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, 

read the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: "A bill to authorize the 

construction of a bridge across Pearl River at or near Tilton, 
Lawrence County, Miss." 

NIAGARA RIVER BRIDGE. 

l\Ir. CALDER. From the Committee on Commerce I report 
back favorably with amendments the bill (S. 3458) to authorize 
the Niagara River Bridge Co. to reconstruct its present bridge 
acros the Niagara Iliver between the State of New York and 
the Dominion of Canada, or to remove its present bridge ancl 
construct, maintain, and operate a new bridge across the said 
river, and I ask for its immediate consideration. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The amendments were, on page 2, line 2, after the word 
"river," to ins~t "at a point suitable to the interests of navi
gation " ; in line 3, after the word " site," to insert " north of 
and near the site of the present bridge " ; and in line 6, after 
the numerals " 1906," to strike out the period and insert a semi
colon and the following proviso : 

Providea, That before the construction of the said bridge shall be 
commenced all proper and requisite authority therefor shall be -01>
tained from the Government of the Dominion of Canada. 

So as to make the bill read: 
B e it enacted, etc., T·hat the Nla9ara River Brid~e Co., a corporation 

which heretofore, under lawful authority then existing, constructed a 
cantilever b1·idge across the Niagara Rive1· betv.' een the United States 
and Cannda, such bridge having been duly declared by act of Congress 
to be a lawful structure and an established post route of mail of the 
United States, is hereby authorized to enlarge, change, and alter its 
present bridge, or to remove its present bridge and construct, maintain 
and operate a new bridge and approaches thereto across the Niagara 
River, at a point suitable to the interests of navigation, upon the 
present site or on a new site north of and near the site of the present 
bridge in lieu thereof, in accordance with the provisions of the act 
entitled "An a.ct to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable 
waters," approved March 23, 1906 : Provided, That before the con
struction of the said bridge shall be commenced all proper and reqt1isite 
authority therefor shall be obtained from the Government of the Do
minion of Canada. 

SEC. 2. That for the purpose of carrying into effect the objects of 
this act the Niagara River Bridge Co. may receive1 purchase, and also 
acquire by lawful appropriation and condemnation in the State of New 

York, upon making proper. compensation, to be ascertained according 
to the laws of · that State, real and personal property and rights of 
property, and may make any and every use of the same necessary and 
proper -for the construction, maintenance, and operation of said bridge 
and approaches consistent with the laws of the United States. 

SEC. 3. That the right to a·lter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the 

amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 

the third time, and passed. 
CONFIRMATION OF ARKANSAS POSTMASTERS . 

Mr. ROBINSON. I ask unanimous consent, as in open exec
utive session, for the consideration of certain post-office nomi
nations in the .State of Arkansas, which have been deferred for 
quite a long while. 

The VICE PRESIDE~T. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the names as in open executive session. 

The reading cle1·k read as follows : 
Walter G. Baker to be postmaster at Peach Orchard, Ark. 
~\.lice R. Beard to be postmaster at Gentry, .A.rk. 
James A. Skipper to be postmaster at England, Ark. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the consid

eration as in open executive session of these nominations? 
'l'he Chair hears none. Without objection, they will be sev
erally confirmed and the President will be notified. It is so 
ordered. The Senate resumes its legislati\e session. 

BILLS INTROD"UCED. 

Bills were introduced, read the first time, and, by unanimous 
cousent, the second time, and referred as follows: 

By Mr. l\lcKINLEY: 
A bill ( S. 3692) to provide for the control of the floods of 

the Illinois Rh·er and its tributaries, and for other purposes; 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

By l\!r. CALDER : 
A bill ( S. 3693) to incorporate Uie Siberian Veterans' Asso

ciation; to t11e Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. KELLOGG : . 
A bill ( S. 3695) to amend section 5219 of the Revised 

Statutes of the United States; to the Committee on Banking 
and Currency. 

By Mr. McCillIBER: 
A bill (S. 3696) for the relief of John H. Fesenrneyer, alias 

John Wills (with accompanying papers) ; to tlle Committee on 
l\lilitary Affairs. 

REGULATION OF RADIO COMMUNICATION. 

l\Ir. KELLOGG. I ask unanimous consent to introduce a 
bill to amend "An act to regulate radio communication," ap
proved August 13, 1912, and for other purposes, and I also ask 
unanimous consent to print with the bill a memorandum ex
plaining the various sections. 

The bill ( S. 3694) to amel').d an act entitled "An act to regu
late radio communication," approved August 13, 1912, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and the accompany
ing memorandum was ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: 

The ra<lio bill introduced to-day in the Senate by Mr. KELLOGG, of 
Minnesota;. is indorsed in its substance by the recent radio conference 
called by ;::>ecretilry Hoover at the instance of the President. 

This conference held open sessions during several days. Many per
sons appeared before it and discussed various phases of the present 
situation in radio communication. At the conclusion of the open ses
sions a technical committee and a legal committee were appointed by 
Secretary Hoover from the members of the conference. The technical 
committee considered th l technical and scientific problems involved in 
the suggestions made in the open sessions relative to wireless operation, 
both by telegraphy and telephony, and worked out detailed recommenda
tions, which were submitted to the Secretary to aid him in regulating 
the transmitting stations of the country to the end that there might !Je 
the maximum of public service with the minimum of interference and 
resulting confusion and inefficiency of o~ration . The legal committee 
was charged with the task of framing a law which would permit and 
facilitate the putting into effect of the general views of the full confer
ence and the specific recommendations of this technical committee. 

The first draft of the pending bill, made by Mr. White, was submitted 
to the conference, which upon consideration approved it generally, but 
recommended a number of minor changes. These changes have been 
incorporated into the pending bill so far as the legal committee felt it 
possible to do so. This legal committee was composed ot Mr. White, 
chairman; Senator KELLOGG; Mr. Tyrer, deputy commissioner of na>i
gation, of the Department of Commerce; and Mr. Terrell, in charge of 
the radio division of the Department of Commerce. 

The bill presented is not a comprehensive radio law. It leaves the 
act to regulate radio communication approved August 13, 1912, as the 
basic law upon this subject. It amends that law only o far as is 
deemed neces ary to make possible the carrying out of the approved 
recommendations of the conference. Since this act of 1912 the use of 
radio has grown enormously. At the time of the enactment of that act 
wireless telephony was practically unknown. To-day the transmitting 
sets for telegraphy and telephony and receiving sets of both kinds num
ber hundreds of thousands, and the manufacturing companies are still 
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pres:·ed to the limit of their capacity to meet the increasing demands 
for instruments. · Telephone broadcasting and the other uses to which 
the art has been put and the great numbers of users of transmitting 
sets have brought about a conge tion in the air seriously interfering 
with the efficient use of the ether by any_ interest for any character of 
sen·ice. All persons concerned with radio are unanimous in the judg
ment that drastic action must be taken to bring order from the present 
chaos. This conference is of the opinion that the bill proposed holds 
out the promise of the solution of the difficulties which all users of 
radio now encounter and suffer from. 

The radio art changes overnight. It is neither standardized nor 
stalJle. There is to-da~ no like activity attracting the attention of so 
many technical and scientific men as thi.s. The research departments 
of the greatest technical companies of the country a.re engrossed in its 
study. and every amateur is a potential Marconi. Improvements in old 
methods and instruments and radical departures from accepted stand
ardR come with every passing day. The members of the conference 
recognized fully that the recommendations so laboriously worked out 
by its technical committee might be out of date, demanding drastic 
revision, in a month's time. In these facts is found" the compelling 
reai;on for drafting the proposed legislation in most general terms. 
Statute law can not be speedily changed. It is vital that the provisions 
of the law and of the regulations thereunder be so framed that the 
regulations may be changed as the art itself change:. Of necessity 
there is no "Way of meeting this unprecedented situation except by con
ferring in general terms broad powers of supervision, of regulation, 
and of control upon the designated regulatory body. We have conferred 
upon the Secretary of Commerce, designated by the basic law of 1912 
as the agency of the Government for the control of this means of com
munication, the powers required in the premises. 

The bill, in addition to granting enlarged powers of regulation, 
undertakes to clarify certain ambiguities in the present Jaw and adds 
to existing law a number of sections of minor consequence. _ 

Hections 1, 2, and 3 of the pending bill are a redraft of sections 
1 2, and 3 of the . radio act of 1912. There is no substantial pro
vision in these sections of the 1912 act which is not incorporated in 
the present bill. 

Section 1, A, does not change in any material respect the provisions 
of existing law. It asserts Federal control over radio communication 
between the several States and with foreign countries and require · 
that no such interstate or foreign communication shall be carried on 
except under and in accordance with a license granted by the Secre
tary of Commerce. 

Section 1, B, is a vital paragraph of the bill. 
The technical committee of the conference has recommended to the 

Secretary some 20 di1Ierent classe of stations with appropriate wave 
allocations to each and has specified the nature of the service to 
which each class of stations should be limited. 

This paragraph of the bill a drawn will authorize the establish
ment of various broadcasting services which are of such great interest 
to the public and will also permit all the other classes of ser>ice 
recommended by the conference to be established and safeguarded 
n·om improper interference. The 2() classes of stations recommended 
are not exclusive of others. They cover what seemed to the con
ference the most necesl'lary to be provided for at this time. Others 
can be recognized if and as conditions warrant. The Secretary by its 
terms is authorized to classify licensed radio stations, to prescribe 
the nature of the service to be rendered by each class of smtions, to 
assign bands of wave lengths, to make regulations concerning the 
location of licensed stations, the kinds of instruments to be used 
in them "With respect to the external effects of the instruments, the 
time and methods of operating stations, and generally this paragraph 
gives authority to make any regulations consistent with law deemed 
necessary to prevent interference. 

Many of the powers of regulation conferred in t his section are given 
by the present law, but they are granted inferentially rather than by 
direct language. 

It should be noted that this paragraph relates only to transmitting 
stations and to those for which a license is required. This is true of 
all other sections of the bill. The bill seeks to control sending stations 
only. The receiving set and operators a.re not affected. 

The relation of the many stations owned by the various departments 
of the Government to private and commercial stations has presented a 
perplexing question. It must be conceded that if there is to be effective 
regulation it must be of all transmitting stations. Nothing is to be 
gained if a part only of the stations of the country a.re subject to regu
lation and another part are free to operate when and where and at 
such wave lengths as they please. If there is to be order at all, then 
all stations must be fitted into a regulated and ordered system. The 
military and naval branches of the Government in particular have con
tended vigorously and with much justification that their stations ought 
not to be subjected to civilian control. They have urged that con
siderations of national defense required that the military and naval 
stations of the Government must be located where military and naval 
requirements dictated and must at all times and in all respects be within 
their control. Private operators and commercial organizations engaged 
in this business have complained that the military and naval depart
ments of the Government have been arbitrary and ruthless in their 
disregard of civilian rights and that to free such Government stations 
from any control meant that there could be no effective regulation of 
this means of communication in the interest of the general public. 

Paragraph C of section 1 attempts to deal with these contlicting 
interests. It provides, in the first instance, that radio stations be
longing to and operated by the United States and used exclusively for 
official business are not subject to either paragraphs A or B of this 
section. It provides, however, that the wave lengths which such Gov
ernment stations u e shall be allocated to them by the President. 
This provision is inserted becau e of the belief that the President is 
mor(' JikP.ly to properly appraise the legitimate needs of military and 
na,-al srations than are the military and naval authorities themselves. 
It was felt that to the President could safely be given the power to say 
what wave length these governmental stations must have for their 
proper purposes. The conference was of the opinion that all wave 
lengths not necessary to the e governmental stations should be r eserved 
for general public use. The section further provides that such Govern
ment stations must observe such regulations aimed to prevent undue 
interference with others as the Secretary of Commerce may prescribe, 
with the furthei· provision that the President at any time may sus
pend such regulations. The conference believed that Government sta
tions used for other than strictly governmental business-that is, sta
tions broadcasting jazz and speeches and other matter not official in 
character-should be subjected, in the interests of efficient communica
tion for all, to the same regulation and control as private stations. 

Paragraph D of section 1 authorizes the President in time of war or 
of public peril or disaster to cause the closing of any radio station 
or to authorize the use and control of any such station by any de
partment of the Gov'Crnment. This provision is not new but is in ex
isting law. 

Paragraph B of ection 2 is designed to make certain that licenses 
for stations . shall not be issued to aliens or to alien interests. The 
existing law provides that a license shall be granted only to a citizen 
of the United States, but it does not guard against a license being 
issued to a citizen who may be the representative of a foreign govern
ment or of a foreign company or to a company of foreign ownership 
or control organized in the United States. 

This subparagraph also prohibits the transfer of a license by the 
holder thereof without the consent of the Secretary of Commerce. 

The concluding subparagraph of paragraph C is of general interest. 
There has been a somewhat prevalent belief, and there was some evi
dence to justify the OJ?inion offered to the conference that certain large 
manufacturers of rad1-0 apparatus, through the ownership of essential 
patents, and through contracts with selling agencies and by other 
means, were unduly restricting the manufacture and ale of desirable 
apparatus. In view of this situation the committee believed that it 
was proper and in harmony with the general theory of the bill with 
respect to the i suance of licenses to specifically authorize the Secre
tary to refuse a license to any person or corporation which in his 
judgment was monopolizing or seeking to monopolize radio communica
tion through the control of the manufacture or sale of radio apparatus. 
This subparagraph gives this power. 

Paragraph C of section .2 vests the issuing of licenses, ubject to tho 
limitation~ of the act, in the sound discretion of the Secretary and 
limits the life of a license. . 

The existing law leaves it uncertain whether the issuing of a license 
upon application is mandatory or not. There was complete concurrence 
in .the conference that the issuing of licenses should be discretionary. 
The existing law is silent as to the term of the licenses therein pro
vided for. The practice is for the Secretary to issue licenses for one 
year, bu t there is nothing in the law to prevent him from issuing a 
license for 50 years or practically in perpetuity. 

It is proposed in this paragraph of the bill to limit the life of a 
license to 10 years, with a privilege of renewal. 

Paragraph D authorizes the Secretary to prescribe the form ot 
applications for station licenses. 

Paragraph E authorizes the Secretary to prescribe the form of the 
licenses, but requires that all licenses shall contain, in addition -to 
other provisions approved by the Secretary, a statement of the condi
tion that the ownership or management of the licensed station shalt 
not be transferred in violation of this act, and that there shall be no 
vested property right in the license or in the lJands of wave length 
authorized to be used. This provision is deemed to be important. In 
the present tate of the art there are a limited number of available 
wave lengths. It is essential in the general public interest that the use 
of a particular wave length under a license therefor shall not ripen 
into a property ri~ht in that wave length as against the general public. 
It is intended by this provision to make cartain that any person using 
a wave length may do so only during the!ife of his license, and only 
so long as the general public interest is served by the allocation of 
that wave length to him. 

Paragraph F provides for the revocation by the Secretary of licenses 
under certain conditions. The existing law does not give in clear terms 
this power of revocation. It seems proper and altogether desirable that 
the Secretary hould have ample powers in this respect. 

Section 3 relate to operators' licenses. It provides for the issuance 
of such licenses to p1·oper operators and for the suspension and revoca~ 
tion of the licenses in appropriate circumstances. E~'isting law pro· 
vides that ope1·ators shall he licensed and also authorizes a suspension 
of the license, but the provisions in the present law do not seem 
adeanate. 

Section 4 of the pending bill is new. It provides in substance that 
the construction of a station for which a license is required shall not 
be begun until a permit for the building thereof is first obtained. The 
reason for this provision is in the fact that it would be extremely em
barrassing for the Secretary to refuse a license to a company which bad 
gone ahead and made an investment running possibly to $5,000,000 
and which then made application for a station license. There might 
be many reasons why the license should not be issued , but the Secre
tary would be confronted with the assertion that the refusal to grant 
the license would entail the loss of the full investment. While the 
granting of a building permit does not obligate the Secretary to issue 
a station license, it is felt the requirement of a building permit for a 
station covered by thi-s act will have a tendency to prevent ill-considered 
construction. • 

Section 5 is a new proposal. It authorizes the e tablishment of an 
advisory committee to which the Secretary of Commerce may i·cfer :for 
examination and report various matters relating to the administration 
of radio laws, regulations, and treaties, and to the scientific problems 
involved in radio communication. The recommendations of this com
mittee are purely advisory. It is felt that such a committee will tend 
to bring harmony of view between the various departments of the 
Government interested in radio and between such go~rnmental users 
of radio and the private interests of the country. 

Section 6 is also a new provision. In the interests of safety at sea 
it 1·equires that radiotelephone statioru;, the signals of which can 
interfere with ship communication, shall keep a licensed operator 
listening in on the wave lengths designated for distress signals during 
the entire time the tran mitter of such telephone station i in opera
tion. 

Section 7 amends various regulations embodied in the existing law. 
One amendment is of general public interP.st. 

Regulation 15 of section 4 of the existing law in t>fl'ect gives to the 
amateur of the country a 200-meter wave length. It wa insistently 
urged upon the conference by representatives of the umateur · that the 
status of the , amateur given him by the act of 1912 should be re
affirmed and that the wave lengths allocated to him should be in
creased. The conference recommended that there should be allocated 
to the amateur a band of wave length~ between 150 meters and 275 
meters. This has been done. and it is believed that amateurs through
out the country will approve the 1,>rovision. 

The other impartant provision is section 9, which provides a sched
ule of fees. These fees run from a nominal charge of 50 cents up to a 
substantial fee amounting to $300 for transoceanic talion licenses. 

It is not felt that these fees will be objected to by anyone affected 
thereby, for all users of radio recognize the benefits to this method of 
communication which will come through proper examinations and in-
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spections and tbITougb a wise exwcise of the licens~n~ pp~er. It is 
expected tbat these fees will cover the cost o! adm1mstrabon ot the 
law. 

Mr. KELLOGG. The bill was prepared by a committee of 
experts called tqgether at the request of the Psesident by !he 
Secretary of Commerce, men familiar with radio con~truc.ti.on 
and ervice, some of them representatives of State uo1vers1t1,es 
wbQ bad ,been for a long time studying the ubject. They draft~d 
the bill. I can not state that it meets with my approva~ m 
every respect, neither am I familiar @nough with the techmc.al 
details to express an opinion upon it. I move that the bill 
with the accompanying memorandum be refer:red to the Com
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

The motion was ag):eed .to. 
Al.IENDMEN T TO .HOUSE RIVER 'AND HARBOR BILL. 

Mr. 8HEPP A.RD (for l\lr. FLETCHER) submitted an am~nd
ment providing for improvement work on the Suwanee R1vei;, 
from Branford, Fla., to Channel No. 4, nea.r Cedar Key., Fla., 
intended to be propo ed by Mr. F'LETCRER to House bill 10766, 
the House river and harbor authorization bill, w:hich was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce and ordered to be 
printeu. 

HOUSE BILL AND CONCUBREN RESOLUTION REFERRED. 

The bill (H. R. 9409) to amend section 5209, Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to penalty for embezzleme1:1t by a 
Federal reserve officer, agent, or employee, · o as to mclude 
national bank examjners or ·assistants. was read twice ·bY its 
title and refer:red to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

Tlle following concurrent resolutions were referred to the 
Committee on Printing: 

H. on. Res. 36. Concurrent resolution providing for printing 
as a House document 1,500 copies of tbe Journal of the Fifty
sixth National Eneampment of the Grand .Army of the Repub
lic; and 

H. Con. ·Res. 59. Concuruent 1-esolution providing for pninting 
8 000 additional copies of Senate Document No. 181, SB:ty
s~venth Congress, entitled "·A letter of the Alien Property Ous
tooian transmitting a report showing the names of all persons 
employed by •the .Alien Property Custodian." 

ADDRE. S BY SE:.."'l'ATOR M'KELLA.R. 

l\Ir. SHEPPARD. Mr. President, I ask to have i:Qserted in 
the RECORD in 81point type an addres by Senator MoK:EI.LA:8. 

Mr. CURTIS. l\Iay I ask the Senator what tbe address was 
on? Was .it a political a<ldFess? ~ 

Mr. SHEPP.A.RD. I consider it a matter o.f public interest. 
It covers his record in the Senate. 

l\Ir. CURTIS. I am not going to object, but I wi$h to say 
tllat J think it is very bad taste fpr a .Senator to print in the 
CoNGREssro ~AL RECORD the record be has made and mail it 
out to the people. If anyone wants to do it I do not object, but 
I do not think it is in good taste ·at all. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD in 8-point type, as follows: 

ADDRESS BY SEX.A.TOR J.I'KELLAR. 

To the Democrats of Tennessee: 
Deeply appreciative and profoundly grateful to you for having 

elected me to a first term in the United States Senate, I respect
fully ask for a renomination for a second te1:m to that office. 

During the past five years I have been your representative 
in the Senate I have made service to the people of Tennessee 
my watchword. Have assiduously attended the sessions of 
tbe Senate. Have taken pai:t in its debates, have been active 
before the committees and on the floor, have looked after all 
departmental matters intrusted to me by my constituents, have 
J1elped every Tennesseean having official business in Washington 
whenever applied tQ, and have at all times endeavored to the :ut
most of my ability to perform the duties of the office .in .a way 
satis:(actory to the people of Tennessee. 

l\.Iy positions and votes in the Senate on all important ques
tions arising in that body during the last five years, which yea.rs 
may be termed five of the most eventful ones in our country?s 
history, have been widely published to the people .of Tennei;;see, 
and I feel I need call attention to o.nly some of the more im
portant measures. 

GENERAL LEGISLATION FAVORED. 

I voted for and supported the resolution declaring ·war and 
every one of the measures passed by the Congress in furtherance 
of the war and stood by President Wilson and a Democratic 
administration in all leading policies throughout tba.t g1.1eat con
·test, and. indeed, at all times during hi..s two t el'rns of oflice. 

Voted for t.he vocational train.ing and agricultural e:x:ten ion 
.act . 

• 

Voted for and supported the amendment providing for the 
election of United States Senators by the people and its corol
lary, the .F.ederal corrupt practices act, by which limitations 
were placed around the expenditure of money in congressional 
and enatoria:l campaigns, primary and regular, and by which 
other safeguards wei·e thrown around the ballot 

Have fa-vor~d aJl temperance legislation. 
Have favored all farmers' legislation, notably the Federal 

farm loan act, the extension of the War Finance Corporation 
act, the farmers' G!ooperative act, the Bureau of Markets act, 
of which I was one of the authors, and the Muscle Shoals fer
tilizer project, and others, numbering in all some 50 measures. 

Have supported legislation in the District of Columbia and 
elsewhere in ·the Government serviee regulating the hours ot 
.wOll'k of ·woxking women. 

Supported the Federal Trade Commission act. 
Voted rror the Federal .reserve bank system. 
Have favored and earnestly worked for legislation granting 

Federal aid in the building of roads in the various State . 
Have aided and worked for legislation granting Federal aid 

to schools in the various States, but without interference by 
the Federal ·Government with State and local control of such 
schools. 

Have favored the ·vocational training act, the rehabilitation 
act, .and all legislation for the relief of maimed, crippled, and · 
sick ex-service men and all legislation for the ben~fit of ex
servroe ·men ·generally, numbering in all ·some 25 or 30 measures. 

Voted for the 8,hour act. 
Voted for the parcel-post law. 
Voted for the ~tension of rural delivery. 
Have favored all reasonable anu proper labor legislation. I 

refer for details to my record in this regard which has been 
widely published. 

F.avored, during the war, tbe legislation authorizing the es
tablishment of the great power plants and water development 
at Muscle Shoals, with a view of ma.nufacituring nitrates for 
war purposes in the .event .of war, and for cheaper fertUizer to 
the farmers in times of peace. 

Voted for a.nd supported the amendment <?onferring the right 
of suffrage upon woJDen of the United States. 

Voted for suffrage ten times while in both branches of Con
gress, and afterwards went to Nashville and urged the Tennes
see Legislature to ratify the amendment, and it did, thereby 
making the aroendwent effective. 

Supported ,all child-labor leglslation and believe that never 
in the history of our country has there Men greater fi-eedom 
from tb.e evil practices of child labor. 

Supported the United States ocean shipping act, and all 
mea.sures for the building u of our ocean ship.Ping. 

-Voted for and $Upported he soldiers' readjusted compensa
tion bill. 

Supported all river and harbor and le.vee improvements. 
Served on the Postal Commission and many salary readjust

ments and .other reforms .and imp1mvements have been made in 
the Postal Service through the work of this commission. 

I voted against the recent Republican revenue act, against .the 
so-called emergency tariff act, and again t the Esch-Cummins 
Act. Du"t.ing all my term I have never dodged a vote nor 
evaded an issue. 

SOME '1lHl!'\G$ DONE IN · TE-N·~ESS:GE! S IN:TEREST. 

'While I have at all times actively interested myself in the 
great national questions •that have come up during my term of 
office I have tried not to lose sight of the particular material and 
business interests of the people of my State, as I believed it 
my duty to do. 

During the war I aided in ecuxing the Park Field Air Serv
ice camp at Memphis, the great powder plant at Nashville, tem
porary additions to F.ort Oglethorpe, near Chattanooga, known 
as Camp Greenleaf and Camp Forrest, a number of glieat war 
plants at Kingsport, and a wood alcohol plant in Wayne 
County. After the war was over aided in securing the reten
tion of nearly all of these plant.a in Tenne see, where. the most 
of them are 11ow going concerns. Aided in securing a branch 
Federal reserve bank at Memphis and another one in Nash
ville, both of which have been great successes and of the great
est value to the .commercial and business interests of the State. 
Aided in originating and in .securing the Re~erve Officers' Train
ing Corps, now being utilized by so many of the schools :u1d 
college of Tennessee, and to the great benefit of Olli' youth. 

nder educational bills, which I have aided in passing, being 
a member of the Committee on Education, Tennessee received 
last ~ear and annually receive $271,445 more than hitherto, dis
tributed generally ·in as .many as 49 counties; the University of 
Tennessee, hQwever, having the largest apportionment. Inci
,dentally aid was .given to {Castle :Height::; School at Lebanon, 
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Branham & Hughes School at Spring Hill, the Military Institute 
at Columbia, Massey Military School at Pulas~i, the Military 
Institute at Sewanee, the l\filitary Academy at Sweetwater, 
Milligan College, and the Cookeville P.olytechnic. 

Under road bills for which I earnestly worked and which 
I had an active part in writing and in pas ing, being the rank
ing member of the Committee on Post Offices and Post Roads 
at this time, before which committee such bills come, there have 
been expended in or allotted to Tennessee the sum of $7,875,840.22 
as Federal aid to roads throughout the State. 

Have actively aided in securing appropriations for river and 
harbor improvements on the Mississippi, Tennessee, and Cum-
berland Rivers. ' 

Recently I aided in securing an agreement by the Federal 
Government to purchase the Methodist Hospital, at Memphis, 
for the ex-service men of that locality. . 

While a Member of the House it will be recalled that I intro
duced the first amendment looking to the development of Muscle 
Shoals. . 

Also secured the passage of a bill which resulted in the 
erection by certain railroad companies of a great free-traffic 
bridge across the Mississippi River, connecting us with Arkansas, 
and, as I believe, the only bridge. crossing that river which costs 
the taxpayers nothing. These constitute the leading measures 
of interest that I have actively, together with other Representa
tives, aid~ in securing for Tennessee. 

My office during the war was a bureau for the soldiers and 
since the war bas been a bureau for the ex-service men, and 
all claims of soldiers for compensation and otherwise coming 
to my office have been promptly and efficiently handled, as 
literally thousands of letters to me prove. 

FUTURJD POLICIES. 

There are a number of important questions now before the 
Congress. As to these · the Democrats of Tennessee are entitled 
to my views. I shall take them up in order. 

HJINRY FORD SHOULD HA.VB MUSCLB SHOALS. 

I am and have been, ever since the proposition was made last 
July, unequivocally in favor of the Government accepting the 
offer of Henry Ford to purchase the Muscle Shoals property. 
I have spoken for this contention a number of times in the 
Senate and elsewhere, and I shall leave no stone unturned to 
secure the passage of a resolution by the Congress accepting 
Mr. Ford's offer. I believe it will be of the largest benefit to 
the farmers generally, and that it will be of greater material 
benefit to the people of my State than almost any other one 
thing tliat could happen. 

We have splendid phosphate beds in middle Tennessee. If 
Mr. Ford gets the plant, these phosphate will be used to make 
a complete and well-balanced fertilizer, to the great benefit of 
all those engaged in the phosphate industry in my State. With 
the cheaper power and light, new factories will arise in Mem
phis, Nashville, Chattanooga, Knoxville, and all near-by towns, 
and our State will become a great manufacturing State. The 
dam will make the Tennessee River navigable from Knoxville 
to its mouth, giving cheap freight rates for all products, espe
cially phosphates and other fertilizers. Our country will no 
longer be dependent upon far-off Chile for necessary nitrates, 
and the War Department will no longer, at great expense, have 
to keep immense amounts of these Chilean nitrates on storage 
as now. The value to Tennessee and to the country of 1\Ir. 
Ford's plans, if carried out, will be inestimable. Incidentally 
work will be furnished to thou ands of those at present unem
ployed. 

THE FARMERS FASORI!lD. 

The condition in which the farmers of our State and of the 
country find themselves at thi • time is indeed deplorable. What
eyer the causes may be the unhappy fact is that they are unable 
to sell their crops at prices paying them a profit on the cost of 
production. Indeed, they have frequently been obliged to sell 
below the cost of production. 

I believe the Government should aid them in bringing about 
more tolerable conditions. Additional banking facilities should 
be afforded so that the farmer , live-stock raisers, and those 
engaged in other kindred industries might be better able to 
obtain loans at low rates of interest. The Federal farm loan 
act and the recent extension of the War Finance Corporation 
act, both of which I strongly supported, have been of value in 
aiding the farmers, but not to the extent which present condi~ 
tions make necessary. The acts creating these instrumentalities 
sboulcl be amended and liberalized or other instrumentalities 
should be created by which loans at low rates of interest can be 
made to the farmers to tide them over the present emergency. 

The cooperative marketing bill which has recently passed the 
Congress should prove of great aid to the farmers. The market
~ng Of crops is vitally important to the farmers, and we must 

have facilities which will guarantee to them the fruit of their 
labor. 

I favor, also, the establishment of agencies to finance the 
marketing of surplus food products abroad. There is no reason 
why our farmers should not find markets for their products 
abroad, except our lack of perspective and of enterprise in going 
out to get these markets. The doctrine of American isolation 
from world affairs may sound well on the hustings or in• the 
Congress, but it is a hard doctrine on the farmers who have 
surplus crops which they can not sell. 

I also favor the Government taking steps to bring about a 
substantial reduction in freight rates, for the benefit of the 
farmers, the freight charges on many products being greater 
than the prices received by the farmers for such products. 

In building roads by aid of the Federal Government, farm
to-market roads as well as great through thoroughfares should 
be built. I was able to put such a provision in the i·ecent road 
act. 

The movement of population from counh·y to city should be 
checked in some way. It has become a great national question, 
and the Federal Government should, wherever it is constitu
tional and proper to do so, use its best efforts to make country 
life more attractive. We can best accomplish this by making 
farming profitable. The farmer is intelligent and industrious, 
and fully capable of handling his own business. All on earth 
be needs is a square deal. 

FAVOR COLLEC'rION OF INTEREST O!'< OUR FOREIGN DlffiTS. 

The nations of Europe owe us in round numbers $11,000,000,-
000. The Congress has recently passed an act directing the 
Secretary of the Treasury and four commissioners to secure 
interest-bearing bonds for this indebtedness. There has been 
for a long time a propaganda going on about the cancellation 
of this indebtedness. I am wholly opposed to its cancellation. I 
believe that bonds should be taken as soon as possible, and that 
either the interest, amounting to between four hundred millions 
and five hundred million dollars annually, should be covered 
into the Tre.asury and applied to the general or special expendi
tures of our Government, or that such bonds should be indorsed 
by our Government and exchanged for Liberty or other bonds 
of the United States now outstanding, so as to reduce our 
national indebtedne s and thereby reduce taxes upon the people. 
If all the bonds are thus used, it would cut our national debt 
nearly in two. 

We should give our debtors as long a time as they desire in 
which to pay the indebtedness. We should not be hard on them. 
Nearly all of these nations are spending enormous sums for 
armies and navies, and there is no reason why such expendi
tures by them may not be lessened and why they may not use 
a portion of their army and navy money for the payment of 
the interest on these debts which were contracted for the pur
pose of saving their counh·ies. It is a false sentiment in Amer
ica-a sentiment born of propaganda, in my judgment-that 
urges the cancellation of these debts. We have done enough 
for our European friends without getting any material return, 
and we should require them to ob erve good faith and fair deal
ing toward us in the payment of their just obligations, in the 
same way that we have been fair and just and generous to 
them. 

LEGISLATION FOR EX-SERVICE MEN. 

As to ex-service men, they received during the war $33 a 
month, $15 of which were deducted in most cases in allot
ments to dependent families and $6 in_ most cases for insur
ance, leaving the soldiers $12 net. But whether the amount 
was $12 or $33 all will agree this was exceedingly small pay, 
and the Government took their services and gave them no voice 
in fixing their compensation. I voted to draft these boys and I 
feel like we ought to be exceedingly fair to them. They did a 
great work. They saved civilization. 

During and since the war the Government paid additional 
compensation to civilian employees amounting now to $1,080 
apiece, aggregating perhaps $100,000,000. After the war wns 
over the Government readjusted the pay of the railroads which 
had been taken over by it during the war, paying them hun
dreds of millions of dollars. It also readjusted the compensa
tion of war contractors. The War Department alone paid those 
war contractors the sum of $487,000,000. '.!:'he soldier , of course, 
could not make war wages or war profits during their service, 
and civilians left behind made the largest profits and largest 
wages in their history. 

Under these circumstances it must be manifest to all fair
minded persons that the soldiers have an equitable claim for a 
readjustment of their war compensation. 

Therefore, considering the question as a matter of fairness 
and justice, I have long believed and still believe that the ex
service men a.re entitled to a. readjustment of their compensa4 

• 
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tion, and that the practical and economical way in which they 
may be paid such additional compensation is by giving to them 
a portion of the bonds that are now due us from foreign na
tions. If a provision 'vas placed in the adjusted compensation 
bill novt 'before the Congress providing that an amount not ex
ceeding *1,500,000,000 of these bonds shoulO be transferred to 
the soldiers in lieu of the cash provisions of such bill, we could 
give the soldiers what is justly due them, and at the same time 
not place adllitional tax burdens upon the people now suffering 
so greatly from overta_--ration. 

Of course I have supported all legi~lation for the wounded 
and sick ex-service men, and for the families of those who lost 
their lives. 

Fli:DERAL TAXATION SHOULD BE UDUCIID. 

Our <:ountry is groaning under heavy burdens of taxation
Federal taxation, State taxation, and county taxation. Instead 
of finding new subjects of taxation and instead of placing addi
tional burdens on old subjects of taxation, as our Republican 
friends are constantly suggesting, I believe that the Congress 
should rather apply its energies and abilities to reducing the 
expenditures of the Government, conserving its resources, col
lecting its obligations, and in these ways reducing taxation. 
Our expenditures are entirely too great. They can be cut down 
and they should be cut down. The sums that we now spend 
annually are extravagant and wasteful to a degree. We should 
collect every dollar that is o'ving to us, just as other nations do, 
and we should stop the reckless expenditure of the people's 
money. I pledge myself to work for a reduction of Federal 
taxation. 

ADVOCATES FEDERAL AID TO ROADS. 

}~onowing the teachings of the great founder of our party
Thomas Jefferson-I have heartily favored the Federal Govern
ment participating in the building of roads in our country, and 
in the future I shall heartily support a continua.nee of this 
legislation. In his message to the Congres~ on the ·sth of No
vember, 1808, Mr. Jefferson said: 

Or shall it (the Government revenue) not rather be appropriated to 
the improvement of t·oads, ronals, rivers, education, and other great 
foundations of prosperity and unicn under powers which Oongreu may 
already possess, or such amendment of the Constitution as may be 
approved by the States. (Jefferson's Messages, Nov. 8, 1808, Vol. I, 
p. 436.) 

I believe that ?rfr. Jefferson was right when he urged that it 
was the best possible plan of building up our common country 
and of more firmly cementing and uniting the various States 
one to the other. '.rwice in messages to Congress while he was 
President, Mr. Jefferson urged that the Fe<leral Government 
embark on road building, and this fundamental of democracy 
thus laid down by him I cordially approve and indorse. 

"FllDERAL AID TO llDUCATION A .TEFFE:RSONIAN POLICY. 

In advocating Federal aid to education, I am again following 
in the footsteps of Mr. Jefferson. He was virtually the origi
nator of the public-school system and the State-university sys
tem. .As will be seen in the excerpt of his message quoted 
above as to roads, he believed that Congress should be given 
specific authority to establish schools. I do not ~o as far as 
Mr. Jefferson in this particular, but I do believe that the Fed
eral Government can and should aid the States in th~ education 
of their youth. 

Under no circumstances, however, should it.control or attempt 
to control the State authorities or local authorities in the man-

largely idle. The Republican Shipping Board is endeavoring 
to sell it, and apparently is not making any effort to put it to 
work or to keep it at work. I think this attitude is a crime 
against our country. 

The administration's latest program for merchant-marine leg
islation is somewhat complicated and far-reaching, and has not 
yet been digested. I shall carefully study this proposed legis
lation in the light of our economic ·needs and the national .good. 

Our foreign trade, which is so closely related to our ocean 
shipping, represents only about 12 per cent of our total com
merce, but it is this margin of profit or loss that measures our 
prosperity or depression, and my energies will be devoted ac
cordingly to its upbuilding. 

FRIHGHT RA'lllS :U:UST BE RllDUCllD. 

Railroad freight rates are too high. In many sections of the 
country and on many commodities rates are higher than the 
traffic will bear, thereby restricting the distributiort of products 
both agricultural and manufactured, to markets in near-by ter: 
ritory of consumption, with result that there is an undue ac
rumulation of production on farms and in factories. 

Adequate and efficient transportation is essential to commerce 
and prosperity, but the cost of its production should be lowered 
by efficiency in operation and administration, and freight rates 
should be lowered correspondingly, in order that the products 
of farms, factories, and mines may move more freely to a larger 
territory of consumption. 

In the interest of the railroads, in the interest of the farmers, 
in the interest of the shippers, in the interest of the general 
public, I favor an early reduction of freight rates. 

MILEAGJil BOOKS SHOULD BE :RESTORED. 

The sale of mileage books interchangeable on all first-class 
roads at rates less than tlrn regular fare should be restored, 
thereby accommodating and stimulating the use by commerc:al 
travelers of this pre-war form of transportation. The surcharge 
on Pullman cars is also a hardship that is_ restricting travel, 
and this charge should be modified or discontinued as early as 
practicable. Owing to the high rates, a great number of trav
eling men have been forced from the road. Now, every 
traveling man in the land is a traveling man not only for his own 
house but for the railroads, and nothing would do more to bring 
about a revival in all busll!ess, including the railroad business 
than for the railroads to furnish mileage books to traveling me~ 
at reduced rates. 

NRWBERRY SHOULD BE UNSBATED. 

I believe in honesty in elections. As I stated before, I voted 
for the corrupt practices act. I regretted that our Supreme 
Court in the Newberry case saw fit to dec1are, by a majority 
of five to four, that .so much of that act as applied to primary 
elections was unconstitutional. Mr. NEWBERRY was adjudged 
by the courts and a jury of his peers to have been in fact guilty 
as charged. The Senate itself found that he was in fact guilty 
as charged. I voted to expel him, believing that his primary 
election was corruptly purchased and that, whether the office 
cost $200,000, as he claimed, or $800,000, as others claimed, or 
any intermediate sum, that such sum was too great a price to be 
spent for a Senatorship. If I am reelected and the case comes 
up by a motion to reconsider, I shall certainly vote to have the 
case reconsidered and l\Ir. NEWDERRY expelled. Senatorsbips 
should not be directly or indirectly purchased. 

agement and control of the schools, and I shall never support OPPOSES THE DYER A..~TILYNCHING BILL. 

any law which gives the Go.vernment control of such schools, I shall oppose the Dyer antilynching bill as vigorously as I 
public or private. Tennessee has, according to the recent know how. It is an unconstitutional and vicious invasion of the 
census, 103,000 white illiterates. This is a blot upon the fair rights of the States. I am opposed to lynching and favor the 
name of our State that should be removed. strict enforcement of the law in every case, but law enforcement 

OCEAN SHIPPING AND FOREIGN TRADE. in all such cases must be had by the States. 
In the final analysis our prosperity depends upon our ability CONCLUSION. 

to sell our surplus products abroad. In conclusion, I have at all times stood for what I conscien· 
As a result of the war, the United States is possessed of a tiously believed was right, have always stood for the funda· 

basic merchant marine in the form of ocean tonnage second mental principles of democracy as I understood them, and, 
only to that of Great Britain. It is an asset that any nation as I have been taught to believe them, have always stood upon 
may well be proud to possess. To scrap it, to discard it, or my party's platform, have loved and worked for my State and 
to dispose of it to aliens is uneconomic and unpatriotic. Also, its people, and have given all my time, all my energies, and 
as a result of the war, the production capacity of our fields, all my abilities to a strict performance of the duties imposed 
mines, and factories is largely in excess of our domestic needs, upon me. 
and if labor is to be kept employed and production maintained If I bave been faithless to my party or to the best interests 
it is necessary for us to find foreign markets for our surplus of my State, if I have been inefficient in my service, if I have 
products. To do this successfully we must become ocean car- lacked in character and ability in the performance of the duties 
riers, as well as producers, and also buy the products we need that have been imposed upon me, then I say it is the duty of 
from foreign countries to whom we would sell, and this ex- the Democrats of Tennessee to vote against me and send a 
change of products should be largely handled in American representative to Washington who can perform in a satisfactory 
bottoms. and faithful way the duties of the great office I now hold. 

During the war a great fleet of ocean ships was built up. It I On the _other hand, if my fellow Democrats have found my 
is now, due to Republican mismauagernent and inefficiency, service in the Senate to be efficient, if they apprn>e ray <."fficial 

XLil--530 
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acts, if they indorse my record, if they believe that by reason 
of my experience that I can dO" goOd service, if they think that 
the high places on committees which have been awarded to me 
and which can not be held by a new man until a:fter years 
of service will be to their interest, if they feel that my firm 
allegiance to the Democratic Party and to a great Democratic 
administration is deserving of their approval, if they believe I 
hav~ been faithful in the discharge of my duties, I would re
gard' it as the highest honor that has ever been paid me to 
have an indorsement for a renomination. 

KENNETH MCKELL.AB. 

APPE~rx No. I. 
WHAT SENATOR M'KlllLLAR HAS AIDED IN DOING FOR Jl'ABMERS. 

Since I have been n. Member of Congress the following are 
some of the farm measures that I have advocated and aided in 
passing: • 

1. To inYestigate and encourage the adoption of improved 
methods of farm management and farm practice. 

2. For carrying out the provisions Of the act establishing a 
Bureau of Animal Industry and to enable the Secretary of 
Agriculture to collect and disseminate information concerning 
live stock, dairy, and other animal products. 

3. Providing for investigation and experimentation in the 
dairy industry. 

4. Authorizing the preparation and dissemination of reports 
on animal industry. 

5. For inspection as to contagious disell-Ses of animals and 
their prevention and quarantine when necessary:. 

6. For investigating animal tuberculosis and its prevention, 
independently of or in cooperation with :farmers' associations 
and State and county authorities. 

7. For investigation and experimentation in animal feeding 
and breeding and husbandry, including cooperation with State 
agricultural experiment stations. 

8. Providing for t.he development of live-stock production in 
the sugar-cane and cotton districts of the United States. 

9. For collecting and distributing, by telegraph or otherwise, 
information as to supply, demand, commercial disposition, 
quality, and market prices of dairy and poultry products. 

10. Providing for investigating the preparation for marketing, 
handling, grading, packing, pressing, drying, storing, transporta
tion, and preservation of poultry and eggs. 

11. Authorizing bulletins on hogs and cattle raising of the 
South. 

12. For investigating the disease of hog cholera and its con
trol and eradication. 

13. For carrying out the provisions of tb,e meat-inspection act. 
14. Authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to secm·e in

formation as to the number of different classes and grades of 
marketable live stock. 

15. For the investigation of plant diseases. 
16. For investigation of insects affecting fruits, orchards, 

vineyards, and nuts. 
17. For collecting and distributing information concerning 

the market prices and commercial movements of fruits and 
vegetables. 

18. For investigation. of insects affecting southern field crops, 
including insects affecting cotton, tobacco, rice, and sugar cane. 

19. Also potato, sugar beet, cabbage, onion, tomatoes, and 
peas. 

20. For the investigation and improvement . ot cereals and 
methods of cereal production and study of cereal diseases. 

21. To enable the Seeretary of Agriculture to carry into effect 
the provisions of the United States grain standards act. 

22. For the investigation and improvement of grades ot 
alfalfa, clover, and other forage crops. 

23. To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the 
relative utility and economy of agricultural products for food, 
clothing, and other uses in the home, with special suggestions 
of plans and methods for the more effective utilization of such 
products for these purposes. • 

24. For removing the tariff tax on bagging and ties and agri
cultural implements. 

25. Also aided in drafting the bill to establish the Bureau of 
l\fa.rkets, giving valuable assistance and information to both 
producer and consumer. 

26. Investigating and reporting on the utilization of water for 
farm irrigation. 

27. To carry into effect provisions Of the act to establish ex
perimentnl stations in connection with the colleges established 
in the several States. 

28. Authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to enforce the 
provisions of the act providing for cooperative extension work 
between the agricultural colleges of the several States. 

29. Authorizing the Secretary of Agriculture to make studies 
among the- farmers of the United States in the matter of rural 
credits and other forms of cooperation in the various communi
ties and to diffuse among the people useful information growing 
out of these studi~. · 

30. For exploration and investigation to determine possible 
sources of supplies of potash, nitrates, and other natural fer
tilizers. 

31. For Investigating, demonstrating, and promoting the use 
of standards of the different grades, qualities, and conditions of 
cotton, and for investigating the ginning, grading stapling 
baling, marketing, compressing, and tare of cotton. ' ' 

32. For farmers' cooperative demonstration, and demonstra
tion of the best methods of meeting the ravages of the cotton-
boll weevil. · 

33. Aided in passing the Federal farm loan bank system. 
34. Aided in passing the Smith-Lever Agricultural Extension 

Act. 
35. Advocated and aided in passing laws providing for the 

publication and distribution of Farmers' Bnlletins. 
36. Aided in passing the cooperative farm marketing act. 
37. Aided in passing the extension of the War Finance Cor

poration act. 
38. Aided in establishing the Farm Loan Board, under which 

loans are made directly to farmers at low rates of interest. 
39. Providing th~t surplus Army trucks and other machinery 

left over after the war should· be placed in the hands of the 
State and county authorities for the purpose of building roads. 

40. Aided in passing the bill building ships by which farmers' 
products can be shipped in American bottoms all over the 
world. 

41. Aided in putting the amendment on the Federal road act 
by which farm-to-market roads were provided for. 

42. Legislation authorizing the establishment of the great 
power plants and war development at Muscle Sho.als, with a 
view of manufacturing nitrates for cheaper fertilizers to the 
farmers in times ot peace. 

43. For all measures extending the rural frre delivery law. 
44. Aided in passing the parcel post law. 

AI"PENDIX No. II. 
SENATOR M'KELLA.R'S RECORD ON SOLDIERS A.l\'1> »X-SERTIClll MEN. 

I have uniformly favored all soldiers' legislation. A.mon1 
the more important laws in which I have taken part in passing 
may be stated the following: 

First For additional pay to enlisted men in Regular Army 
and in the National Guard. 

Second. For the creation of family all-Owances to soldiers dur
ing the war. 

Third. For legislation building up the National Guard. 
Fourth. For legislation authorizing additional pay to holders 

of medals of honor. 
Fifth. For the discharge ot those having dependent.a in cer

tain eases. 
Sixth. For the payment of $60 in cash to each soldier o! the 

war honorably discharged. 
Seventh. For the increase of tr!lvel pay to those dis.charged 

after March 11, 19'18. 
Eighth. For the retention of uniforms and other equipment 

by the soldiers. 
Ninth. For the establishment of entertainment houses at all 

posts. 
Tenth. For the law allowing drafted men to be assigned for 

special training to educational institutions. 
Eleventh. For law making ex-service men eligible for co~ 

sions in the Regular Army. 
Twelfth. For law ma.king ex-service men eligible to officers• 

schools. 
Thirteenth. For permitting soldiers abroad to mail letters 

free of postage. 
Fourteenth. For permitting soldiers to retain civil-service 

eligibility until after demobilization. 
Fifteenth. Authorizing hospital care for discharged, sick, and 

disabled patients of War Risk Insurance Bureau. 
Sixteenth. For law giving wives of soldiers hitherto disquali

fied the right to serve as Government employees. 
Seventeenth. For law protecting the civil-service rights of 

soldiers during the war, specifically providing that no attach
ment and no execution should issue against their property while 
away. Also providing that mortgages should be suspended and 
life insurance protected and no taxes paid. 

Eighteenth. Providing that honorably discharged soldiers 
should have preference in clerical appointments in departments 
and also on work on rural post roads and in national forest.a. 
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Nineteenth. For law grnng applicants for civil-service posi
tions a preference in examinatio11s. 

Twentieth. For law establishing vocational training schools 
for ex-soldiers. 

Twenty-first. For laws creating all necessary hospitals for 
soldiers. 

Twenty-second. For Jaw increasing pay for disabled, sick, and 
wounded soldiers. 

Twenty-third. For law providing for rehabilitation of 
wounded and maimed soldiers. 

'Twenty-fourth. For appropriation for medical treatment of 
war-risk insurance patients. . 

Twenty-fifth. For medical aid, etc., for discharged and dis-
abled soldiers. 

Twenty-sixth. For preference in clerical employment of wives 
of injured soldiers. 

Twenty-seventh. For preferred right for two yea1·s of dis
charged soldiers in the late war to make homestead entries on 
open public lands. 

Twenty-eighth. For law providing that soldiers might go to 
school in France after the war was oTer in certain cases. 

Twenty-ninth. I voted for the adjusted compensation bill 
when it was before the Senate. 

Thirtieth. I have served on the Committee on Military Affairs 
during my entire terms in Congress, now about 11 years. I was 
in the service of the Senate Committee on Military Affairs dur
ing the war and have had much to do with the shaping and 
passing of all legislation for the benefit of soldiers. l\Iy office 
is and has been a bureau for Tennessee soldiers from the be
ginning of the w~r until now, where their claims are looked 
after and their wants attended to. 

APPENDIX No. III. 
SEXATOR lli'KELLAR'S RECORD 0::-i WOMA~ SUFFRAGE. 

Women are permitted to vote in Tennessee and elsewhere 
solely and alone by reason of the passage of the suffrage amend
ment to the Constitution by tl1e Congress of the United States. 
It is true there was a State law passed in Tennesse·e several 
years ago granting women the right to vote for municipal 
officers and for President of the United States, but they had no 
right under that law to vote for Senators and Congressmen. 
The point I wish to emphasize is that the women of Tennessee 
could not vote for United States Senator, but for the amendment 
to the Constitution of the United States, for which I voted and 
which I advocated. 

I have advocated equal suffrage for more than 20 years. 
I first voted for this amendment while a Member of the 

House on January 12, 1915. 
After coming to the Senate, on May 6, 1918, I voted again for 

the amendment. 
On October 1, 1918, I voted indirectly four times for the 

amendment. · 
On February 10, 1919, I again voted for the amendment. 
On l\Iay 26, 1919, I again voted for the amendment. 
On June 3, 1919. I again voted for the amendment. 
On June 4, 1919, I again yoted for the amendment, when it 

finally passed. 
I was a member of the subcommittee of seven which drafted 

the Democratic platform at San Francisco in June, 1920, and 
voted for the resolution urging the adoption of the suffrage 
amendment by the States, and specifically urging that Ten
nessee adopt it. Thirty-five States had then ratified the amend
ment, and shortly afterwards the Governor of Tennessee called 
a meeting of the legislature for the purpose of having Tennessee 
become the thirty-sixth State. I was urged by President Wilson, 
Governor Cox, the Democratic nominee for the Presidency, and 
many others to go to Nashville and aid in urging the Tennessee 
Legislature to ratify the amendment. I spent about three 
weeks of my vacation there in thus urging the legislature to 
ratify. It was ratified by Tennessee, and Tennessee's ratifica
tion has been upheld by both the Snpreme Court of Tennessee 
and the United States Supreme Court. 

In the meantime, in addition, at invitations of lhe Legis
latures of Delaware and 1\laryland and of the supporters of 
suffrage, made addresses before both of those bodies in 1920 
favoring suffrage, using my vacations for this purpose. 

I simply ask the women of Tennessee to remember that it is 
this constitutional amendment and no other law under which 
they are permitted to vote for a United States Senator. 

WHITE HOUSE POLICE FORCE. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask unanimous consent to report from the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds favorably, with 
amendments, the bill (S. 3659) to create the White House police 
force, and for other purposes, arnl I submit a report (No. 760) 

thereon. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consider
ation of the bill. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Is there .objection to its present 
consideration? 

hlr. CURTIS. I do not like to object, but I think the bill 
?u~ht to go to the calendar in order that we may see just what 
1t is. I understand that it establishes a separate force--

Mr. PHIPPS. If the Senator will permit me, I should like 
to have the report read. It is very short. 

l\Ir. CURTIS. I would prefer to study it myself. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. Objection being made the bill 

will be placed on the calendar. ' 
1'!1-. WARREN subsequently said: Mr. President, the bill 

:Vh1ch I reported a few moments ago went over on objection. 
~he ~enaf~or. from Kansas [l\fr. CURTIS], who made the objec
tion, is w1llmg to withdraw it, and I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. CURTIS. I withdraw my objection to the bill. 
Mr. HARRISON. Let the bill be read. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the bill 

by title. 
The READING CLERK. A bill (S. 3659) to create the White 

House police force, and for other purposes. 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 

the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
1'.Ir. WARREN. I ask that the committee report on the bill 

may be read. 
The reading clerk read the report (No. 760) submitted this 

day by l\1r. W .A.BREN, as follows: 
The Com~ittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to which was re

ferred the bill (S. 3659) to create the White House police force and 
for other purposes. having considered the measure, revorts it to the 
Sen~te favorably, with recommendation that it be passed with the fol
lowrng amendments: 

Page 2, line 22, after tl~e word "force," insert the words " and he 
shall be furnished with umforms and other necessary equipment simi
lar. to the uniforms and equipment furnished the United States park 
police." 

Page 5, line 10, after the word "and," insert the words " for the 
purchase of uniforms and other." 

The purpose of this bill is to provide an efficient police force to 
guard the Executive Mansion and grounds, such force to be uncler the 
control of the President and under the direct supervision of an officer 
designated by him. The force is to be recruited from members of the 
Metropolitan police and the United States park police, and is to have 
the same consideration as to pay, retirement, and relief funds as those 
i~i~~:S~d by members of the Metropolitan and United States park police 

The committee recommends the adoption of the amendments provid
ing for the furnishing of uniforms and other necessary equipment and 
providing pay for the cost of same. 

'l'he Executive Mansion and grounds have heretofore been police<l by 
a force of 54 Metropolitan policemen, and the effect of this bill will be 
to reduce that number to 36 policemen, thus effecting a reduction of 
approximately 40 per cent in cost. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendments to the bill. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds was, on page 2, section 3, line 22, after the words 
"l\Ieh·opolitan police force," to insert "and he shall be fur
nished with uniforms and other necessary equipment similar 
to the uniforms and equipment furnished United States park 
police " ; so as to make the section read : 

SEC. 3. (a) That no person shall be appointed a member of the 
White House police force at a grade lower than the grade held by 
him as a member of the Metr·opolltan police force or of the United 
States park police force at the time of his appointment. 

(b) A member of the White House police force shall receive a salary 
at the rate provided for the corresponding grade in the Metropolitan 
police force, and he shall be furnished with uniforms and . other nec
essary equipment similar to the uniforms and equipment furnished 
United States park police, and he shall be entitled to the same leave 
allowances as a member of the United States park police force. 

(c) The President may transfer a member of the White House 
police force to the organization of which he was a member at the 
time of his appointment to such force. 

The arpendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, section 7, line 10, after 

the word " equipment" to insert "for the purchase of uni
forms and other " ; so as to make the section read : 

That the amounts necessary for the payment of salaries and for 
the purchase of uniforms and other equipment of the White !louse 
police force shall be disbursed by the officer in charge of public build
ings and grounds, and there is hereby authorized to be appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, such 
sums as may be necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
· The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. -

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading 
and read the third time. 

lr. WILLIS. Before the bill is finally acted upon I should 
like to ha Ye . orne Senator explain it. Wbat does it propose? 
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Mr. PHIPPS. Mr. President, primarily the purpose of the 
bill, as s tated in the report which has been read, is to reduce 
the number of the police force which has been guarding the 
Executive Mansion and grounds since the beginning of the war. 
The proposed change is in accordance with the desire of the 
Chief Executive, and after due consideration on the part of 
those with whom he has conferred, presumably his Cabinet 
officers and others. The bill is !lesigned to establish a force 
of policemen who will be under the direct control of the Presi
dent of the United States instead of under the Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia. The present reduction of the force 
will be from 54 to 33 employees, but later it is expected that the 
force will be s till further reduced. 

J\1r. WADSWORTH. I desire to ask the Senator from Colo
rado a question. As I understand, the policemen who are now 
a signed to duty in connection with the White House and 
vicinity are members of the District of Columbia police force? 

l\1r. PHIPPS. Yes; they are members of the Metropolitan 
police force. 

l\fr. WADSWORTH. And now it is proposed that they shall 
be segregated and taken away from the jurisdiction of the 
commissioners and put under the direct contrnl of the Chie! 
Executive? 

:Mr. PHIPPS. That is true. 
Mr. WADS WORTH. May I ask the Senator if the number of 

District policemen a.re in the meantime being increased? 
Mr. PHIPPS. I will say to the Senator from New York that 

in the expectation of having a separate force provided for the 
White House the increase in the number of Metropolitan police 
asked for by the commissioners, and generally recommended, 
was not granted in full The pending District of Columbia 
appropriation bill carries an increase of 25 policemen, although 
75 had been recommended and approved by the Budget. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is the point I wanted to bring out. 
'l'hen this bill will not result in a net increase in the number of 
policemen in Washington? 

Mr. PHIPPS. Ob, no; it will not. 
Mr. McOUl\IBER. Mr. President, will the Senator from Colo

rado explain to me why it is necessary or proper to have one 
class of policemen with one kind of uniform and one kind of 
badge, and another class of policemen wearing a different uni
form and a different kind of badge? 

l\Ir. PHIPPS. The uniform will be practically the same as 
that of the park policemen. We have Capitol policemen, who 
are not under the conh·ol of the District Commissioners and who 
wear on their uniforms the insignia, " U. S. Capitol police." It 
is simply to distinguish them and to indicate under whose con
trol they are operating, as I understand. It takes close inspec
tion to see the difference between the uniforms of the United 
States Capitol police and the regular Metropolitan police. 

Mr. McCUl\IBER. If the difference in uniform merely con
sists of the letters that ar-e to be worn upon the collars, that 
is one thing; but, as I understand, it is proposed to appropriate 
for an entirely different kind of uniform. I do not know 
whether it is anywhere nearer the same, and I do not know 
what is meant by· an a-ppropriation for uniforms, when, so far 
as anything that has been explained is concerned, the same 
kind of uniform which the policemen are now wearing may be 
used with a mere change of letters. · 

l\Ir. PHIPPS. That may be true; but at the same time the 
uniforms for the Metropolitan police are furnished by the Dis-
trict. , 

Mr. WARREN. This bill states that the uniform shall be 
the same as those of the park policemen. 

Mr. PHIPPS. The bill has had very careful consideration 
during the past year by those who are interested in it. I 
believe the bill to be a good one, and it has received the ap
proval of the committee. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is, Shall the.bill pass? 
The bill was passed. 

THE TARIFF. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con
sideration of the bill (H. R. 7456) to provide re-venue, to regu
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the indus
tries of the United States, and for other purposes. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment on page 84, line 11. 

Mr. l\lcCUMBER. Mr. President, I ask to return now to the 
amendment on pnge 72, line 21, paragraph 354. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Senate will 
return to paragraph 354. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President, on behalf of the committee I 
move, in line 21, to strike out the numerals " 50," between the 
words "dozen" and "cents," and insert the numerals "40." 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amend
ment will be stated. 

The READING CLERK. On page 72, l ine 21, in the committee 
amendment it is proposed to strike out " 50" an<l insert "40." 

The VICE PR:FJSIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

amendment as amended. 
Mr. J"ONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, this is a rather 

unusual. pr~cedure. No explanation is being offered at all for 
the duties imposed by the commi ttee. The increases are stu
pendous, and we are asked to vote without any information what
ever. I can not conceive that Senators have any idea of just 
wha~ these amendments propose. They are enormous increases. 
I think I shall first direct attention to the increases which are 
proposed in the fust item of pocketknives. 

The present duty on the cheaper lmives is 35 per cent and 
ranges up to 55 per cent. Under the Payne-Aldrich law the duty 
averaged 76 per cent, and under the proposal of the comrrrittee 
on knives costing less than $3 per dozen the average duty is 186 
per cent, and on all pocketlmives of the different values stated 
in the paragraph the average duty is 165 per cent. I call atten
tion to the fact that the duties imposed embrace not only ad 
valorem rates but also specific rates as well, and on knives tha1J 
are valued at not more than 40 cents per dozen the duty is 2 
cents each and 50 per cent ad valorem. On that class· of knives 
there is absolutely no eompetition with any domestic manufae
tnrer, for such knives are not made in this country. That is a 
cheap grade of knife costing less than 40 cents a dozen. They 
are knives that retail at 5 cents apiece, and to impose any socli 
duty as is suggested will exclude such knives from the American 
market. 

Senators may wonder what sort of a knife it is that can be 
retailed at 5 cents apiece under existing law in this country. 
I have a couple of samples of them here [exhibiting], and to im
pose this sort of a duty of 2 cents each, or 24 cents a dozen, and 
then add 50 per cent ad valorem duty to that, simply means thati 
the American boy can no longer buy a ·knife of that kind for. 
5 cents. To Senators who are accustomed to dealing in millions 
and who have recently become accustomed to dealing in billions 
of dollars, perhaps this does not amount to anything. We are 
willing to overlook the boy who counts his pennies, and we are 
either going to take his pennies from him or deprive him ot 
getting a pocketknife. 

For the purposes of the boy of tender years, one of these 
knives is just as good as a better lmife. It answers all the 
purposes, and there is not a boy of 6 or 7 years or even older 
who would not be pleased to have a knife of this kind rather 
than none at all. 

That is what this amounts to. You have heard the slang ex
pression about things being as eaay as "taking candy from a 
child." I . never before thought that the great United States 
Government, through the action of its Congr~, through legis
lation, would undertake to deprive a child of candy, to take 
candy from a child to impose the extra pennies as a tax upon 
these knives and deprive the child of his few sticks of candy. 
That is what this bill will do. It will make these knives sell 
probably for a dime instead of 5 cents. It will take more 
pennies to buy one of these knives, and that is what we at
tempt to do in the name, I suppose, of protecting American 
industry! 

As has just been suggested, the boy who uses such lmives as 
this is not yet a voter. Some Senators present, I hope, will live 
until the present users of these knives become voters. They 
may remember, if they are properly advised as to the facts, how 
you deprived them when they were boys of getting a knife. 
There a.re a lot of boys in this great country of ours who strug
gle to get pennies. '.rhey sell newspapers on the streets trying 
to make a fraction of a penny profit on a paper. You ftnd them 
engaged in doing other chores to get a few pennies, and you find 
even boys of maturer age doing various chores to get a few 
pennies, a few nickels, a few dimes. 

Here is a product that is not manufactured at all in the 
United States, and the only result of this legislation will be to 
deprive the American boys of these cheap knives and have them 
keep on saving and saving their pennies until they can get 
together money enough to buy a knife which is produced in 
this country at a higher price. Of course, it will be a better 
knife, but this knife will answer the purpose of the boy just 
as well as the more expensive one. 

Mr. President, I want to have a separate vote on these boys' 
knives, and . I may say something regarding the -price. 

These knives are sold to-day at a higher price than they 
were prior to the war. A good deal has been said here about 
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th low priees of these foreign commodities; but in the case of 
these particular kni•es that I have shown you, this one knife 
in 1914 sold at 42 pfennigs a dozen, or 111 cents in United 
States money. That was when the mark was valued at 23.8 
cents. By th~ way, the price list upon these knives which I 
have here is dated May 17, 1922; and those same knives now 
are quoted at 45 marks per dozen, or 16! cents, and you pro
pose to add a .duty of 31 cents on these knives that cost 16! 
cents, or at the rate of 190 per cent. 

Here is another knife that cost in 1914 53 pfennigs, or 13 
cents a dozen. The late price on ·that knife is 50 marks per 
dozen, or 18 cents per dozen. You are proposing to put upon 
that knife a duty of 34.8 cents a dozen, or 190 per cent, and 
no such knives are made in the United States. 

Mr. Pr~sident, on page 72, line 12, I move to strike out "2 
cents each and," so that the duty upon these knives will be 60 
per cent. I move to strike out the specific duty. 

Having made these few rather caustic remarks, I presume 
now that we will be able to get some informati-0n on this sub
ject from the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President. I have a suspicion, and I 
think it is well founded, that Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber who have studied this schedule have had more 
information on it than tbey like, and that is one reason why 
the w~oU.ished Senator from New Mexico [Mr. JOKES] con
fined his objections to thiS paragraph to a 5-cent knife or a 
2-eent knife. I do not kn-ow whether he had one in his pos
session or not. I will tl-y to get one. I think if he had a sample 
of that knife be would vote for an embargo against any impor
tations of that particular article. 

l\1r. JONES of New Mexico. I have a sample. 
Mr. McLEAN. Because, if a boy has any. knife at all, he 

wants on~ that will cut cheese, and I will assure the Senator 
that that knife will not do it. 

:Mr. President, before I call attention to the rates fixed by the 
committee, I want to give the Senate an idea of the condition 
of this industry. 

There are 27 cutlery :factories-that is, factories making 
pocketknives-in the United States. They are located in Con
necticut, New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, New Jersey, and 
Mas acbusetts. During the year 1921 they operated on a basis 
of one-third of production -capacity. Of the 27 fa.ctories above 
enumerated, all but two have been engaged in the manufacture 
of pocketknives for many years, and the competition has been 
and is exceedingly keen in this industry. The 25 factories have 
a total investment of something over $7,000,000, and in 1..921 
they aggregated an operating loss for the year of $664,000. 
Sales droppoo from $11,000,000 in 1920 to $3,800,000 in 1921. 

Mr. POMERENE. Mr. President, may I ask what the source 
of that information is? 

Mr. McLEAN. This is given ro me by the gentleman who 
represents these concerns. 

I will say to the Senator from Ohio that the figures of the 
imports of these articles show that this industry is being buried 
alive. Le-t us take the recent importations. The importations 
of pocketknives during the month of March, 1922, were 100,256 
dozen, an increase of imports over March, 1921, of 56,000 dozen. 
For the nine months ending .March 31, 1922, the importations 
of pocketknives were 644,000 dozen, an inerease over the cor
responding period of the year before of 326,937 dozen, or 103 
per cent. 

Mr. POMERENE. Can the Senator give the value of those 
knives? 

Mr. McLEAN. I will give the value. I call the att-ention of 
the Senator from New Mexico to this, that, figured at the March 

· rate of importations, the annual imports would total 1,203,000 
dozen, or more than twice the total sales of American pocket
knives during the y~ilr 1921. When we come to the more re
cent importations, we find that in April of this year there were 
impo1·ted 123,000 dozen, an increase of 25 per cent over the 
March imports. 

I d-o not intend to occupy the time of the Senate a great 
while in explaining the necessity for these rates. They are not 
what the manufacturers asked for by any manner of means. 
Some. of these concerns are located in Connecticut, and I was 
interested in getting them a reas~mable protection. I told the 
committee that I wanted the experts who were familiar with 
this line of goods to get the prices, foreign and domestic, and 
equalize as nearly as they could the difference in the produc
tion costs. So far as I was concerned, that was all I a.sked 
:for, and I want the Senate to understand that that is all I 
want as to any article contained in this tariff bill. 

This particular industry, as I ha'¥e said, is being destroyed, 
and unless something is done, and done right away, the manu
facturers of these articles will be driven out of business, be-

cause it is evident that this industry in Germany is united. 
They have determined to make an onslaught on the penknives, 
the razors, and the scissors that we make in this country. 

Mr. POMERENE. I want to ask the Senat{)r wlrether he is 
able to give the amount of the imports for the several foreign 
countries, as, for instance, Great Britain, Germany, France, and 
so on; or are they lumped? 

Mr. McLEAN. Most of them come from Germany. Ot 
course, as the Senator knows, there are special knives whieh 
come from England, but the importations are few. 
If the Senator from New Mexico has studied the Reynold~ 

report-if it is reliable, and the arithmetic of the experts is 
correct-he knows that these rates are more than justified. 
Take, for instance, the first article in the Reynolds report. The 
foreign valuation is $4.48 a dozen. The American selling price 
of the comparable article is $12 a dozen, and so on down. the 
list. I <lo not want to take th-e time of the Senate to read this 
list. The experts have gotten some more recent figures, bring
ing the averages down to date, and I will read. some of th~se 
into the record. 

Take table No. 1, which was prepared by the experts, and on 
that item No. 665. 

Mr. POMERENE. Are these tables from the report of the 
Tariff Commission 'J 

Mr. McLEAN. No; the figures were gath-ered for me by the 
experts. 

M1·. POMERENE. The e:i:perts connected with the com
mittee? 

l\fr. McLEAN. Certainly; the same experts whO' assisted 
th.e Senator from Alab.a.ma [Mr. UNDERWOOD] in drafting the 
rates in the Underwood-Simmons bill, so far as I know. I 
think they are consci~ti~llS men. 

Mr. POMERENE. I am not criticizing them. I am simply 
asking for the information, so that we may know what weight 
to attach to them. 

Mr. McLEAN. In the matter of item No. 665, the domestic 
landed price was $1.12 a dozen~ The selling pric.e of the com· 
parable domestic article was $4.67 a dozen, so the difference 
would be 317 per cent. 

Item N-0. 6066 is the pair of knives I have in, my b.an.d. 
The landed cost, without duty, according to the Reynolds re
port-which is the report, as the Senat-O.r know.s, upon whk!h 
we based our rates tentatively-was $5. 75 a dozen. The landed 
price of that knife in April was $2.55 a dozen. Three hundred 
and fifty per cent would not cover the difference. 

Mr. CALDER. The Senator referred to a higher figure ot 
land.ed cost. When was the Reynolds report made 1 The Sen
ator read two different landed costs. 

Mr. McLEAN. The :first was August. 
Mr. CALDER. Au.i,,"USt, 1921? 
.M,r. McLEAN. Yes. The price of the domestic article com

parable to this knife to which I have just called the attention 
of the Senate is $13 a dozen. 

Here is another knife, No. 307. The landed cost, as rePorted 
in August, was $5.~2 a dozen. The landed price of this knife 
in April was $2.-02 a dozen. The price of th~ comp.arable do
mestic knife was $13.50 a dozen. 

lli. KELLOGG. Were those importations :from Germany? 
Mr. McLEAN. Yes; ·most of these importations are from 

Germany, an<l I do not know but what they all are. I would 
like to have the Sena.tor from New Mexico look at the knives 
I hAve here on my desk, and if he will, I think he will realize 
that the comment which I made when I took the fioor, that the 
only knife of which there is uot a comparable article produced 
in this country and about which any complaint ca.n be made, 
is the knife that is imported into this country at 25 een.ts or 
less per dozen. · 

I think it must be clear to the Senator that that cheap trash. 
which comes into this country in the first place ought not w be 
permitted to come at al~ but if it does it should bear the same 
comparative rate of duty that the other classes bear, and that 
is all we have asked for. 

I could complete this list, Mr. President~ and call attentWa 
to knife after knife. Here is No. 5611, the landed cost of 
which is $10.20 a dozen. The American selling price of the 
comparable article is $24.50. The landed price of the next one 
is $7.51 a dozen. The comparable domestic price is $17.05 a 
dozen. 

I will say to the Senator that the profit allowed, both on the 
foreign knife and on the domestic knife, in estimating these 
rates, was 20 per cent. It has been brought to my attention, 
and I do not believe it can be disputed, that some of the large 
importing houses. like Henkel's, who ha.v~ a large factory in 
Germany and a large store in this country, import these knives 
at not more than 5 per cent, just enough to cover the carrying 
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charges, and that as a result of this competition they have 
driven the .American producer entirely out of the market. 
The domestic producers' storehouses contain large quantities of 
goods which they can not sell, and they will have to go out 
of business entirely unless they can get adequate protection. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I would like to 
argue this paragraph a part at a time. The Senator from Con
necticut, in reply to what I had to say about this particular 
grade of knife, merely made the statement that such cheap 
knives ought not to be permitted to come into this country at 
all. That was his only reply, just as I assumed it would be. 
He wants to deprive the American boy of this cheap knife. 

He may think that boys ought to have a more expensive 
knife, but I want to say that 73 per cent of all the pocket-' 
knives imported into the United States have been valued at 
50 cents per dozen or less. Somebody in the United States 
differs from the distinguished Senator from Connecticut. He 
has read of the hundreds of thousands of dollars of imJ)orta
tions, but 73 per cent in quantity of all the knives that had 
been brought into the country prior to the war were knives 
such as I have exhibited at 50 cents a dozen or less. 

Mr. McCORMICK. Mr. President, did the Senator say prior 
to the war? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Yes; prior to the war. 
Mr. McCORMICK. . Is the condition different to-day? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I think not, but we assume 

prior-to-the-war condHions as somewhat normal, and regarding 
that period the Tariff Commission made its report. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I suppose the Senator will admit there is 
a difference in the rate of exchange a betw·een to-day and 
prior to the war? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. TP,e Senator, of course, is quite 
right about that, and I expect to refer to that a little later. 
How-ever, I think we might as well understand now as well 
as later the competition that exists in the cutlery business of 
the· country. The people of the United States do not make 
any cheap knives-I mean very cheap knives. Therefore 
there is no competition. The Tariff Commission says so : 

Under the act of 1909 73 per cent of the knives imported were 
valued at under 50 cents per dozen. These are extremely cheap 
knives, retailing at 5 or 10 cents apiece. 

As to those knives, as I said, there is no competition. Now, 
it is just a question whether or not we are going to deprive the 
American boy of that kind of a knife, those knives which retail 
at 5 and 10 cents apiece. The Senator from Connecticut will 
tell us that none of them are manufactured in his State or in 
the United States. He has already told us that the only thing 
to do is to exclude them from the United States. 

Mr. McLEAN. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. McNARY in the chair). 

Does the Senator from New Mexico yield to the Senator from 
Connecticut? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I gladly yield. 
Mr. McLEAN. The 2-cent knife would cost about 5 cents 

without the duty. I imagine they would charge about that. 
With the duty they can sell that knife for 7 cents. So the 
American boy can buy a 7-cent knife now. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Now the Senator is changing 
his ground: I think the position of the Senator as previously 
stated is much stronger than his present position. He now says 
that he is willing for the American boy to have a knife, bu._ he 
wants to make him pay more for it. That really is taking 
candy from a child. It is making him pay more for it-for what 
purpose? Not to build up an infant industry or any other 
industry, because he knows that knife will not be made in this 
country if he puts an extra tax of 2 cents apiece on it. 

Mr. McLEAN. He can get a good American knife for 10 or 
12 cents, something that he can whittle with. He can not 
whittle with this knife. He can get a good American knife for 
about 12 cents with which he can whittle. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not know whether the 
Senator has examined these knives or not. If he has, I think 
that he will conclude there are thousands and hundreds of 
thousands of boys in this country of ours who would rather 
have one of these knives than none at all. 

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President--
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator from 

Wisconsin. 
Mr. LENROOT. How much did tbe Democrats tax the boys 

for the knives which the Senator now exhibits? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. l\ly recollection is it was 35 

per cent. 
Mr. LENROOT. Was it not more than that? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. No; 35 per cent. 

Mr. LENROOT. Why clid the Democratic Party tax this poor 
boy 35 per cent who can only afford a 5-cent knife? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. It was done, of course, for the 
purpose of raising a little rerenue . 

.Mr. LENROOT. Is it the idea of the Deruocratic Party that 
they would take the pennies of a boy who could not afford 
more than a 5-cent knife? 

Mr. JONES of New l\lexico. We did not take many of them. 
Mr. LENROOT. Oh, but the Senator said 73 per cent of the 

imports were knives of that character. 
l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. Seventy-three per cent of the 

imports were knives of a value of 50 cent · a dozen or les . 
l\lr. l\!cLEAi""{. That was before the war. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. May I ask the distinguished 

Senator from Wisconsin if be wants to take from the boy 2 
cents on each one of these knives and 60 per cent ad valorem, 
when the present <luty is 35 per cent·: Does be want to increase 
the duty that much? 

Mr. LENROOT. Well, if it was a crime, the Democrat· ap
proved of it. It is a matter of degree, that is all. 

l\!r. JONES of New Mexico. No; l\Ir. President, the distin
guished Senator from Connecticut said that his purpose in put· 
ting the duty on here is to exclude the knt~·es altogether and 
force the boy to buy the American knife at a higher price. 

Mr. McLEAN. Certainly, I want the boy to have something 
he can cut with. I have two of those knives here now. I do 
not know whether they are similar to the pair the Senator has 
or not. 

Mr. JONES of New Merico. Very likely they are. 
Mr. McLEAN. I think perhaps I had better take back what 

I said about these knives, because a boy could not cut his finger 
with them, and that certainly would be an advantage. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President., I do not suppose 
the Senator from Connecticut when he was a boy ever though t 
of the value of a penny. I do not suppose it was neces ·ary for 
him to think about it. But I reme.I:Qber as a boy cutting a corf! 
of wood of 4-foot lelfgth, cutting each stick in two, in order to 
get a dime. I remember cutting a whole coru of wood in order 
to get a dime! 

Mr. McLEAN. · And when he got the dime, why invite him to 
throw it away? That is the point. He is nothing but a boy. 
He does not know any better than to buy this stuff. He take:;;; 
it home and, as I said before, fhe one thing that he can not do 
with it is to cut. 

l\lr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the Senator from 
Connecticut may convince some people, but I do not believe 
he is going to convince many that these knives are not worth 
all they sell for. That they are useful and answer a very 
good purpose is beyond question. The Senator is proposing 
a tax of 2 cents apiece on knives which were imported prior 
to the war at lH cents a dozen and now at a little over 16 
cents a dozen. He would. impose a duty of 2 cents each and 
60 per cent ad valorem, making a duty of 190 per cent, which 
would result in taking these knives off the market. That is 
just what would happen. It would take them out of the 5 and 
10 cent stores of the country. 

Mr. LE1\TROOT. l\fr. President, will the Senator yield? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Certainly. 
Mr. LENROOT. The Senator has, because I have seen it, one 

of the knives to which the Senator from Connecticut refers. 
I want to ask the Senator whether he has tried to sharpen a 
lead pencil with that knife? 

l\1r. JONES of New Mexico. No; I have not; and I do not 
suppose it is ever intended for that purpose. 

Mr. LENROOT. Does the Senator think that a boy should 
be induced to buy a 5-cent knife which will not even sharpen · 
a lead pencil? 

Mr. JO?l.1ES of New Mexico. '!.'here is no question that he 
could sharpen a lead pencil with it if he wanted to do so. 

l\lr. LENROOT. I suggest that the Senator try it. I have 
been trying it, and can not do it. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The Senator is not an adept at 
sharpening lead pencils. 

Mr . . McLEAN. The Senator from New l\lexico does not even 
want the boy to haYe a lead pen·cn, because I think he voted 
for a tariff on gravhite, so that if he had his way the boy could 
not have any lead vencil to sharpen, and the knife would n·ot 
do him any good. · 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If we take off this 2-cent duty 
he could have a knife and two pencils for his 7 cents instead of 
only the knife. The Senator perhaps never had occasion when 
he was a boy to think of the value of something of this sort. 
A great many Senators -will remember the old Barlow knife. 
As just remarked by a Senator sitting near me, no matter what 
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kind of a lmif-e the boy has, he is delighted 'With it, and there 
is no mistaking th.e fact. All the Senator has to do is to 
return in his memory to his own boyhood days. Any pnd of e. 
knife was the wish of the boy. Yet the Senator wants to take 
these knives out ·Of the 5 and 10 cent stores of the country 
in order to force too boy to spend a quarter or more ·for a 
knife which he can lose just as readily as .one 'Of these knives. 

Mr. McLEAN. Be would not lose the knife the Senator is 
talking about. He would tbrow it away as soon as he gCJt 
home, if not before. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. The Senator says he would 
throw tt away. Have the boys .:been throwing them .away? 

Mr. McLEAN. I ha-ve IIlOt any doubt af it. 
fr. JONES of New Mexico. Seventjt-th:ree per cent af th.e 

knives imported are of this quality, and yet the Senator says 
they nre 1:.hrown away. -That is his guess. Of course he would 
throw it away. Doubtless he "WRS more fortunate in his boy
hood days than hundreds of thonsa.nds of other boys, but the 
boys whom I have Im own do not throw their knives a way. I 
never knew a boy yet to throw any kind of a knife a way. 

Mr. McLEAN. No; he would probably swap it" sight unseen" 
to some other boy and they would both be decidedly cheated in 

1the exchange. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. That is what is going to be done. 

You are going to take that knife off th~ market and deprive the 
bo-ys of the opportunity to get a 5 or 10 cent knife. 

l\1r. McLEAN. 'I'he Senator insists upon misrepresenting the 
exact facts regarding that matter; for that 2-cent knife may 
be sold for less than 7 cents to the boy and -still allow a prafit 
under the propo~ed rate, so that when the boy has a dime he 
can buy a knife and a pencil also under this bill. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If he has 7 cents instead of 5 
cents. 

Mr. l\IcLEAN. Yes. 
Mr. JO!l\TES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the argument of 

the Senator from Connecticut does not appeal to me. At this · 
,point I think I might just as well d.iscU£lS somewhat generally 
the knife question. The Sena.tor -from Connecticut has already 
done so. The competition in knives is confined almost entirely 
to two grades. 

I think I will read from the Tariff Commission Survey in re
_gard to the matter. 

The most marked differen~e ootween the i>roduct of the American 
manufacturers and foreign .knives sold upon the American market ls 
the di1Ierence in grade. The great · bulk of the imported knives are of 
the cheapest grade--those scheduled below 50 cents per dozen-in which 
-the American manufacturers do not compete. Under the act of 1909, 
such knives formed 73 per cent of the quantities imported and 34 per 
cent of their value. This import is thus supplementary. Approximately 
i515,000 yearly fell under the higher classificatrons made by this act
about 12! per cent of the value of production in 1914. Forty-two per 
cent of the value of the total i.Jilport was valued at over :i;l.25 per 
dozen under that act ; 58 per cent at over $1 per dozen under the act 
of 1913, to June 30, 1918. 

As to this particular knife, as I have said, there is no competi
tion, nor is any competition claimed. The great competition 
comes in the higher grade knives. The medium grade the 
American manufacturer produces in great quantities, using ma
chinery in a great many ways and turning out a good knife at a 
reasonable price. I am not going to ask to have these duties 
-removed; I am perfectly willing to have reasonable duties upon 
cutlery, but we do not want the duties to be-excessive. 

The Senator from Connecticut has referred to the fact that 
according to the prices even the proposed .rate of duty will not 
be sufficient to equalize the difference in the prices. He is .right 
'8.bout that if the prices remain where they were when those 
.samples were imported into the United States. 

Before we discuss that matter, however, I am inclined to take 
a vote; but it occurs to me that perhaps several Senators are at 
dinner at this time; and so I think I might as well proceed with 
the discussion. 

The Senator from Minnesota ~.Ir. KELLoas] has referred to 
the difference in exchange. I should like to say a few words 
about the question of the difference in exchange. The German 
mark to-day is worth about one-third of a cent. Its par value 
is about 23.8 cents. It does not follow, however, that that means 
that goods in Germany are worth one-sixtieth or one-seventieth 
of the price of goods in the United States. It does not mean that 
at all. The important question is the purchasing power of the 
mark in Ge'rmany. If wages had gone up as fast as the mark 
has declined, then it would make no difference whatever whether 
or not there was a depreciated currency. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Will the Senator yield to me? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to the Senator. 
Mr. KELLOGG. The Senator 'knows that wages have not 

gone up there, does he not? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Wages have not gone up to that 

extent, but the wages have gone up !!fld ~!~ ~ goiµg _!IP· 

1\Ir. KELLOGG. But wage in <Germany are rv:ery small in 
proportion to the wageB paid in 'this count.Ty, are itbey not? 

l\1r. JONES of New Mexico. Well, of cour e, "'small " i a 
relative term and is rather indefinite. 

Mr. KELLOGG. Men Who receive $3 or $4 da.Y here would 
earn in Germany about $3.50 or $4 a week, would they'D.ot? 

Mr. JONES of New Yerico. I quite a.gree that there is a vast 
difference between the co t of p:roduction of pocketknives in 
this country and in Germany. • 

Mr. KELLOGG. Will the Senator also tell us whether or not 
it is true that the purchasing pQwer of a mark in Germany, so 
far as living ex-penses are concerned, is about three times as 
grea:t af! its pnrclulsing power in buying gold? 

J'\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. No. 
Mr. KELLOGG. It is not true? 
Mr. JONES of New 1\fexico. If the Senator means in buying 

the gold metal, he is right about that. 
Mr. KELLOGG. So that a mark in Germany can buy in rent 

and clothing and food a good deal more than it will buy of gold? 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Yes. And it is that purchasing 

power of the mark that measures exchange difficulty. 
If the prices of goods go up so that you can buy pnly a pro

portion that represents absolutely the decline in the mark, you 
have not accomplished anything, but what we have to c-0n ider 
is the difference in the purchasing power or rather what is 
called the purch11.sing power parity of the mark in Germany and 
in the United States. 

Mr. SMOOT. And that only aggravates the -situation, I will 
say to the Senator, because if -0ne mal'k of German goods comes 
into this country it represents one-third of a cent in gold--and 
I could say a hundTed marks or a thousand marks and the 
illustration ~ould be the S'llme-but if the German can get one
third of a cent in gold he can take that one-third of a cent 
in gold and purchase in Germany three times its .American 
value in labor, three times as much in Tent, three times as much 
in food, three times as much in clothing, and three times as 
much of any other commodity the price of which is regulated 
rby the Government of Germany. To-day he can purchase a 
little over three times, I will 'Say to the Senator. Therefore, 
the German lab6".rer has every advantage in 'the world over the 
American laboring man, because not only is the mark depreci
ated until it is only a third of a cent, but with that ,third of a 
cent the German manufacturer can buy three times the value 
of the mark in gold. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The Senator~ I am sure, bas his 
reasoning mixed. The scientists who have studied this questicm 
and worked it out and expressed themselves on the subject take 
a different view from that of tbe Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have a letter from the greatest statistician, I 
think. in Germany, in which he outlines the whole situation 
and states .exactly what they are doing in Germany and what 
the eonditions there are. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I have here a periodical issued 
by the United States Department of Comme1·ce-and it is the 
latest report from the department on the subject-ano, while 
it is nCJt prepared by Mr. Klein himself, there is an introduction 
to it by Mr. Klein, who is the head of the bureau, and here is 
the reasoning of Mr. Klein on the subject: 

The ·ability of Germany to underbid com~ting nations in the world's 
.market has been largely due to .the situation of the German mark. The 
common belief is that the depreciation in the exchange value of the 
mark below the golc1 parity is responsible. However, a more detailed 
"Study of German prices proves that the advantage which the German 
manufacturers have enjoyed in export trade is derived not from the 
!act that the current exchange rates for the mark a.re low as com
pared with the gold parity, but that the rates are low with respect to 
the purchasing power pRTity. 

Mr. SMOOT. That is exactly what I have stated. I approve 
every word of that statement. It is not the one-third af a 
cent of gold which the German gets for one-third of a cent of 
~oods exported to the United States; that would not cause so 
much difference. The difference comes when they get that <.me
third of a cent in gold and then buy one cent's worth of food, 
Clothing, labor, and rent in Germany. Therefo:re, the American 
laboring man does not only have to meet the competition with the 
one-third of a cent in gold, but he has to meet three times that 
runount because, under the laws and regulations in Germany, 
the GeTman laboring man receives three times the gold value, 
and, therefore, to begin with, the American laborer is at a dis
advantage to that extent. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I believe mnv that I understand 
the position of the Senator. I did not understand him a while 
ago. What the S{mator has now said, if I understand him, is 
in agreement with my own thoughts on the subject, that the ad
vantage in the export trade by reason of the depreciated mark 
is not due simply to tlle difference in exchange but to the differ
-ence in the purch~sing powe~. 
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Mr. Sl\IOOT. Absolutely; and that is against the ·American 
laboring man wherever that purchasing power is greater than 
the gold value of the mark. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. I did not understand the Sena
tor awhile ago, but I do now, and I agree; our minds are in 
accord on the subject. 

I proceed with this for the benefit of those who have not 
given some thought to the question. Beginning where I left 
off- • 

The latter-

there is the change that I have stated, and, of course, that 
change applies to all the world in the case of :flour, we will 
say, or wheat, or commodities of that kind. 
· l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. They are changing those prices 
right along. The cost of food is increasing right along; the 
whole index of living is increasing right along, and rapidly, by 
leaps and bounds; and there are only a few things where the 
Government absolutely fixes the price to the home purchaser. 
The cost of living in Germany is increasing, as I say, by leaps 
and bounds, and I shall be glad to give some figures on the 
subject. 

That means the purchasing power parities- Mr. SMOOT. If that is the case, it has been very recently, 
• are found by comparison of the internal pur~hasing power of the l\fr. President, because I have a brother-in-Jaw living in Ger

mark ~n Germany with that of other currencies in their re pective many now, and I get a letter from him about every month, and 
countries and therefore represent the real exchange value of the mark. I he takes particular pains to let me know just how they are liv-

The exchange of the goods purchased by using the mark. ing, and also conditions in Germany generally, and the price Of 
The external value of German currency, determined on international goods; and if that is the case, I will say to the Senator it is 

money markets and fixed day by day by the transactions and agree- I since I received the last letter 
ments of buyers and sellers of marks, fluctuates widely in compara· l\I JONES f N M · · I ·n · th d t ·h 
tively short periods of time, due to political as well as economic r. · O • ew . ~x1co. . WI give e a es and t~.e 
causes. The internal value of the mark in Germany depends largely figures. Even this per10dical which I have here, from the De
on the r4;lation between the buying power of the German public as ex- partment of Commerce, does not undertake to come up later 
pres ed rn marks and the amount of goods offered for sale. The , th 19?.1 b t · . er d t er th 1 · 
manufacturing cost in Germany depends, of course, on this Internal ~n. ... ! U in Ie~ar o wabe~ emse ves, ~age earners in the 
value. The external and internal values of the mark do not remain bmldmg rndustry m 1914 received 65 pfenmgs per hour. In 
the. ame. A rapid fall in the external value of the mark is acc<?m- July, 1921, they received 700 pfennigs per hour and in Decem-
pan1ed by a much slower increase in wages and other production b . 192l 1 300 f · . h ' 
cost . There is, therefore, a lag between the external and the inter- er, • • P ~nnigs per our. 
nal value. The advantage ~f the German manufacturer and exporter I do not mention that for the purpose of contending that 
is derived from this 18:g, which ~s ~ccentuate? .by an<?ther very impor- they are receiving high wages, but what I do mention it for is 
tant factor, namely, ~irect and mdirect subsidies to ~ndustry- to show the enormous increases in marks, in their home money, 

Such as the ma:nmum rent law and the gram subsidy and which are going on. I am not going to contend that the laborers 
low transp?r~ation rates. on the street railways, and ~o forth. in Germany are receiving high wages, measured in commodities 
These subsidies are causrng the huge Government deficit. at home or abroad. I do not intend to make that contention; 

The ess~tial point to be remembered is that thi~ codtlition, with its but what I am contending for is that this situation is merely 
correspondrng advantage t<? the German exporter, is a temporary one. temporary that it is movinu rapidly toward that equilibrium 
On the one hand, the contmued depression of the German mark below . ' . b • • • 

the purchasing power parity will b1·ing the country into com_plete of prices and purchasm.g power which ensted prior to the war. 
bankruptcy. On the other hand, a reorganization of German finances, Mr. SMOOT. It would have to change very rapidly when 
necessitated largely by reparations d~mands, will I?ring with it _stability we find that draftsmen and helpers assistant photographers 
of German cunency. As soon as this occurs an mternal readJustment . . ' . . ' 
will take place in which the internal and the external value of the mark and laboratory assistants are now receiVIng $6.19 a month. 
will tend to be equalized. Then the advantage now held by German That is about the same as that class of labor receives in the 
manufacturers will largely disappear. United States in a day, and this is a statement that I have 

Mr. President, I have referred to that for the purpose of received from our l)epartment of Commerce; and it is so 
getting before the Senate the fact that this advantage derived startling in its nature that I do not want to make it public 
from the difference in exchange is necessarily a temporary one. until I have had it checked up, because I can hardly believe 
As to a great many commodities in Germany now, the German that the e figures are correct. Therefore, before I make them 
mark is above parity. The price of the goods measured in pubJic, I want the Department of Commerce to recheck every 
marks at the international exchange price has risen above the one of them to see that there is not some mistake in them. 
difference in the exchange; or, in other words, while the mark l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. There is no question but that 
has depreciated in an international sense to the extent of about the wage laborers over there are receiving small wages measured 
one sixty-seventh of its former value, the prices as measured in money and measured in the necessities- of life. There is 
in marks in Germany of a great many of these commodities have no question about that; but so far as this difference in ex
increased in a greater proportion than the mark has fallen in change and in purchasing power is concerned, what I am 
the international market, and an equilibrium will be found conten<ling for is that they are rapidly approaching normal 
sooner or later. When the lag stops, then the advantage to conditions. 
the exporter from this difference in exchange ceases, and it is Here i just what is occurring as to the cost of living: 
ceasing rapidly. - If we take 100 as the average index basis for the year 1920 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator will admit, however, that that we find that in October, 1921, that index number was increased 
never can take place until Germany repeals her laws regulating to 184, nearly 100 per cent; but, now, mark the very rapid in
the amount tllat shall be paid for rent, for food, for clothing, creases following October, 1921. 
and for labor. In November it increased to 249 · in December to 303 · in Janu-

1\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. That is quite true; and those ary 1922 to 320 · in February to S52 · in March to 435 '. in April 
subsidies, so called, are being removed right along. Trans- to 525. ' ' ' ' 
portat~on co~ts :i-re increasing in Germany, and as new houses That referred to the wholesale prices. The index of retail 
are bem~ built m Germany they are not rented at the pre-war prices of common commodities in the budget of a family of five, 
mark prices. taking 1904 as 100, shows that in October, 1921, it had increased 

l\Ir. S:\fOOT. They are rented .the same under t;he law, to 1,146; in November to 1,397; in December to 1,550; in Janu
becaus,e there ~as bee~ no change m tl~at law, nor will there ary, 1922, to 1,640 ; in February to 1,989; in l\farch to 2,300. 
be an~ change lil the 1ent schedule until Germany repeals the Mr. SMOOT. Compared with 1914? · 

la~f · JONES of New Mexico Of Course, the Senator is right Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Compared with 1914. 
abo;t that. · l\fr. SMOOT. Then, to make it equal, instead of 2,300 we 

Mr. SMOOT. So it is with labor; so it is with clothing; so would have perhaps 6,800. . 
it is with food; and so it is with rent. _Mr. JONF.iS of Ne:w. Me:x:1.co. AJ:>out. 6,_7~. But. the Sena~or 

Mr. JO 1Es of New Mexico. Oh, the Senator knows that will obs~rve the rap1d1ty w1~ which it is mc~easmg. For I?
those subsidies are being changed right along. The price of stance, smce October, 1921, up to March, 1922, it had doubled m 
bread has increased. those few short months. 

Mr. SMOOT. That depends upon the price that the Govern- We .find that some ~ornmodities h8:v~ gone up more than th_at. 
ment pay for those articles from abroad. If the Senator has That is, the gener~l _mdex cost of liv~g we hav~ been ta~ki~g 
read the law, he will know that; and the only rea on that about, tl~e cost of hvmg a good many .items of wh1cJi are w1thm 
the;r have changed is because of the fact that the price of the the subsidy, and, of course, bm·e net m creased as much as com
cornmodity itself, or the article that enters into the com- modities that are not goYerned by a subsidy or controlled by tbe 
modity, has changed in a foreign country, and it is always Government. 
based upon the value paid, either for the article-in the case Take hematite iron. The pre-war price was 79.50 marks. 
of bread, of course, it would be on flour, because the bread is January 1, 1919, it was 314.5 marks; May 1, 1920, it was 2,350.5 
never imported, but the flour is-it is based upon the value that marks; then in May, 1921, it was 1,816 marks; November 1, 
the Government of Germany had to pay in gold for that 1921, it was 2,700 marks; December, 1921, it was 3,891 marks; 
product. The basis of the law itself has not been changed1 but March 1, 1922, it was 4,744 marks; April 1, 1922, it was 6,264 
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marks. That 6,264 marks is over pre-war prices 18 per cent, 
after allowing for the full difference in intern·ational exchange. 

As to pig iron No. 1, it is 13 per cent above the pre-war price, 
after making full allowance for the difference in international 
exchange. 

Pig iron No. 2 is 16 per cent above; and when we come to 
ingots we find they are 30 per cent above; blooms, 33! per 
cent above; and sheet bars are 26 per cent above. All of those 
metal commodities have more than recovered the difference in 
the exchange and reached prices beyond. 

The same thing is true in regard to coal. The price of cotton 
yarn is more than a hundred times its pre-war price. The 
same may be said of cretonne. 

So, Mr. President, these prices are fast finding their levels. 
Here is the list of prices of building materials. It would be 
illuminating to show these very rapid increases, but I will not 
take the time to read them now, but merely ask that they be 
inserted in the RECORD as a part of my remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears nor1e, and it is so ordered. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. l\Iy purpose in developing this 
thought to the extent I have done is to show that it can be 
demonstrated that the duties le>ied in this bill do not meet the 
German situation. The cost of labor over there is very low. 
The prices of the articles cited by the Senator from Connecticut 
are very low. The Senator from Connecticut will not contend 
that even the rates proposed by this bill are sufficient to meet 
the difference in the cost of production in Germany and in the 
United States, I ask him if he does so contend? 

Mr. McLEAN. I stated that the rates which have been rec
ommended by the committee do not equal the difference in the 
production costs here and abroad. They approximate it, but 
they do not equal it. 

Mr. JOl'."ES of New Mexico. Do they even approximate it? 
:riir. McLEAN. Yes; as to some of the numbers of knives, they 

do. The Senator knows that for some r~ason the prices of these 
articles have decreased since last August, and I have a report 
of the wages paid laborers in Germany who are engaged in 
making these knives. The Senator knows that in the report 
of the Tariff Commission they say : 

The structure of these knives is complicated, and they are demanded 
in almost endless variety. In addition. t,he industry is one requiring
higbly skilled hand labor which commands higher wages than are paid 
in Europe. The nature of the product, which largely resists the use of 
machine processes, renders inapplicable our characteristic advantages 
in production. 

The report which I have, which is dated last month, May 22, 
states that in the manufacture of these goo<ls the German cutler 
gets 960 marks per week. From this must be arbitrarily de
ducted a Government tax of 10 per cent, and in addition 22 
marks for health and accident insurance, a total deduction of 
118 marks. This makes the net weekly wages of the best grade 
of German workmen $2.95. That report was made in May. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I am quite convinced that if you 
put it upon the basis of actual cost of production of some of 
these lines of goods in Germany, these rates will not make that 
difference, that there is a much greater difference than indi
cated in some other lines. The Senator indicated prices vary
ing 300 and .,400 per cent. These duties proposed do not amount 
to 300 and 400 per cent. 

Mr. McLEAN. We believe, as the Senator from New Mexico 
believes, that conditions will change somewhat, and for that 
reason we have not put these duties as high as conditions 
would require if we wanted to give complete protection. We 
hope that the German people will be permitted · to earn more, 
and so consume more, and have more than they have now. We 
want to help them in every way we can, but as long as they 
are willing to work for "rag" money, we have to t'f'Otect our
selves in a degree, and hope that the time will come when they 
will see the folly of doing that, and that the wages will be 
comparatively increased. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, it appears that 
as to some of the goods imported the difference-in prices amounts 
to 300 and 400 per cent. These duties do not amount to that 
much. Therefore you do not meet the situation by the imposi
tion. of even these very high rates of duty. 

Mr. McLEAN. .If the Senator will offer an amendment rais
ing them, I think he will get some votes on this side of the 
Chamber. 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. I expected just some such re
mark as that. My reply is that that is not the remedy at all. 
We are importing cutlery from England. We are importing it 
from France. I ask the Senator if the duties proposed by the 
bill will not be prohibitive so far as England is concerned? 

Mr. McLEAN. The Senator must know that under existing 
conditions any rate that will giYe adequate protection against 

Germany and Austria and those central European countries will 
operate as an embargo against the cheaper grade of goods from 
England. Of course, there is cutlery which comes from England 
which people in this country will have no matter what it costs. 

l\fr. JOI'l"ES of New l\Iexico. I think the Senator has made 
the correct answer. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I did not understand the Senator from 
Connecticut to say that these would operate as an embargo on 
England. 

l\Ir. McLEAN. On, this class of goods. Of course, we can not 
get complete protection against German goods. 

Mr. KELLOGG. What the Senator intended to say was that 
a duty operating as a complete protection against the Germans 
would be an embargo. · 

Mr. McLEAl'l". Certainly; that is the answer I intended to 
give. 

Mr. KELLOGG. I did not understand the Senatur to say 
that the duties the bill imposes would act as an embargo. 

Mr. McLEAN. This ·cheap ware does not come from England. 
They make good stuff, and especially in the middle western 
part of the country. Anybody who wants a Sheffield knife will 
have it no matter what it costs, and I presume there are jack
knives made in England which people will have no matter 
what they cost. 

Mr. JONES of Kew Mexico. If I understand the Senator, he 
means that the duties proposed by the committee are sufficient 
to amount to an embargo against England and France as to 
most of these goods, but they are not sufficient to give protec
tion against Germany. I think that is an accurate statement 
of the situation. 

Mr. McLEAN. I caU attention to the fact that of course 
these cheap knives are not made in France or England. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. The Senator is correct about 
that. As to these cheap goods, they are made only in Germany. 

Mr. McLEAN. I think in some of these lines probably the 
Englishmen would import some goods here, but what we have to 
do is to protect our manufacturers against the flood of German 
goods which is coming. 

Mr. JQNES of New Mexico. Now, Mr. President, let us see 
whether such a procedure is necessary. Let us see whether it 
is advisable or- not. If there were no other forces at work, 
these duties would not do that; they would not prevent the 
flood from Germany; but there are other forces at work whicl1 
preYerit such floods because the flood is not here. It is now 
three- and one-half years after the war, and if there were not 
other forces at work, the flood would be here, but it is not here. 
There are other reasons for it. 

Germany is prostrate in many ways, the general impression 
to the contrary notwithstanding. Germany has not been able 
to produce as much of commodities since the war as she was 
producing before the war. She is able to produce only about 
one-half of what she was producing before the war. Her export 
trade does not begin to reach the pre-war amount. There are 
forces there at work to prevent this, which regulate this, besides 
the mere differences in costs. They can not produce at any 
price any great flood of goods for export. 

Mr. McLEAN. The Senator is not now talking about cut
lery? 

Mr. JONES of New l\Iexico. I am talking a good deal about 
cutlery. 

l\Ir. McLEAN. Does not the Senator thirlk that an impor
tation of 1,203,000 dozen exceeds the importations of any year 
in the history of the country? 

l\fr. JONES of New Mexico. As to the amount, the Senator 
is right. I should not have applied it to cutlery alone. What 
I contend is that they have to import a lot of things about 
these knives. They have to import the handles and some of 
the metals that go into the manufacture of the knives. They 
can not get the coal, they can not get the steel, which they had 
before. The large importations of knives which have come in 
since the war doubtless have come largely because the shelves 
of this country were depleted and there was a greater demand 
in the country for them. But the Senator knows that Germany 
is not flooding this country with goods ordinarily. Her exports 
to this country are not what they were before the war. 

Mr. McLEAN. If we undertake to discuss every schedule in 
the tariff bill when we are discussing each paragraph as we 
take it up, if the discussion .of each paragraph is to involve a 
discussion of all the other schedules in the bill at the same time, 
I can imagine it will be some time before the bill passes. Of 
course, I realize the Senator's purpose in disctissing these other 
matters. That is very evident. He discusses them very well. 
But he must not expect that members of the committee or 
Senators on this side of the Chamber will engage in a discus
sion of all the items in the bill as we come to each schedule or 
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each paragraph, and in addition to that discuss all the other 
public questions which are oow involved in our legislation :and 
which interest the .American people. 

Mx. JONES of New Mexieo. I can quite llnderstand how 
the Senator from Connecticut, as well as others, gets very ti.red 
of hearing the truth and having it applied to the indusb:ial 
conditions of the country. I (!Rn quite understand that. 

However, while I am upon this subject I want to call atten
tion to a statement with reference to the situation. l have a. 
recent statem nt here which brings these matters up to the end 
of the first quarter of 1922. The statement has become current. 
It says: 

The bngaboo at the United States being flooded with eheap imports 
from Germany is one that is not substantiated by the figures. Our .im
ports from Germany in 1913, the last peace year, were $190,000,000. 
In 1920 those imports had sunk to $89,000,000 and in 1921 to $80,-
000,000. Meanwhile exports from Germany have recovered. They 
amounted to $345,00-0,000 in 191.3. Tltt!y have re-bounded to $311 -
000,000 in 1.920 and $372,000,000 in 1921. The volume of exports to 
Germany in 1921 was less than in 19J 3--

That is, the volume--
because the 19.21 price level was some 50 per cent higher than before 
the war. This heavy preponderance of eTports eontinued in the fu t 
qruirter rof 1922, when we imported $26,000,000 from Germany and 
exported $86,000,000 to her. 

The writer of the article makes this comment~ 
The real problem is to .get German imports moving to this country 

1n sufficient volume to .pay for more of our .exports. 
I have referred to these general matters mer.ely for the pur

pose of l11ying the :foundation for what I now have to say. 
G:erma~y _realizes the ~usual situation and i'!l trying to pro
vide for It. These prices are not going to be so low in the 
future as they have been in the pa.st. These prices are increas
ing right along and the time is here when there is not going to 
be that gr-eat disparity. 

Mr. McLEAN. What schedule is the Senator talking about 
11-0W? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I am talking about the cutlery 
schedule. 

Mr. McLEAN. I gave the Senator import.ations indicating 
positively that the prices bad been cut in two since · last 
~p~ • 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I have here a 
statement, a part of which I gave to the Senator earlier in the 
e'\'.'~Ding, when I made ·the 'Statement that as to these cheap 
knives the pre-war price in 1914 was 42 pfennigs, equivalent to 
11! cents. On May 10, 1922, the priee of the same thing was 
45 marks or 16i cents, considerably above the pre-war price. 
On another item which sold for 92 pfennigs in 1914 or 23 cents, 
on the same article on May 17, 1922, the price was 86 marks 
or 31-1 cents as -compared with 23 cents in 1914. On another 
item in 1914 the price was 53 J)fennigs or 13 cents in gold, and 
on May 10, 1922, the ipri.ce was 22! marks or 18 cents. 

Mr. McLEAN. Has the Senator tbe April imPortation of the 
artides in this paragraph -and the prices? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I run speaking of al'ticles im
ported that are covered in this paragraph, and I have given the 
prices. 

.Mr. McLEAN. The report shows that in April the imports 
were 123,327 dozen at a value of $103,000. That is about 7Q 
cents a dozen or 6 eents apiece. If they could make them 
cheaper before the war than they do now, we ought to raise the 
.rate, because when they get back to normal conditions I do not 
know where this indnstry will be. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I run trying to get the state
ment clearly made that the prices are increasing am:l 8.'S to 
many of them now they are higher in .gold than they were prior 
to the war. A great maniV importations we.re made. That 
would show a very .much less price than the actual priee. The 
importers bought their mark at a given price; when goods were 
delivered the mark had depreciated; -tmt under the law they 
had to take the imported price as the price measnred in the 
mark; or, in other w-0rds, the selling price was given in marks 
as of that time. It was so many marks. 

But I will take another knife covered by this paraouraph. 
By the way, I ihave a sample of that kllife here. That [ex
hibiting] is a good knife; that is a Teal knife. The price CJf 
that knife before the war was 18 marks, 50 pfennigs. On 
January 1, 1922, it was increased to 725 marks and 40 pfennigs 
and, counting the mark at one thirty-sixth hundredths of a 
~ent, would cost $2.'61.. On March 15 the -same 1."Dife ha.d .ad
vanced to $4.08, and may 5 it had advanced to $5.54. The for
eign price is advancing at that rate, measured in dollars. 

Mr. President, I want to read an -affidavit as to what is hap
pening in Germany. The affidarit was -executed here in the 
Distl'd.ct of Oolumbia and reads as follows: 

Al!'FIDANIT. 

D1s:rR1CT OF Oo:r.ro~nnA., as: 
1, Edward Gratm~e.11€~ ~e~ fust dnly worn, on oath depro and 

say that I run the vice ,president of H. Boker ck Co., -of 101-108 Du:uie 
Street~ New York, N. Y., and that I am an American mannfacturer 
of cutieJ"! as well as an imJ?orter; that the firm of H. Boker & Co. 
has received a letter from ds factory at Solmgen Gennany dated 
May 20, 192.2, 1n which it is stated that a governmental reiulation 
bas jnst . been issued providing that all cutlery goods ordered in 
Jrull'ks pnor to '.May 10, 1922, that were taken at 'firm prices and 
whlch have tbeen registered may be billed in marks up to ptember 
~; 1922, after which time all orders .are to be tilled in ..dollars '-Only at 
we advances stated, and that all new orders placed from May 10 on 
ca? only be billed in do~al'S at the a:dvB.'Dees -stated; and that the 
said firm •of H. Boker & ·Co . .ka$ been noti:fled that .all cutlery coming 
from Germany after June 1, 1922, will be bllled in .dollars at the 
following rates: Knives (excepting those with pearl handles) and 
all razors and scissors at 25 per cent above the pre-war prices · 
pe?-rl knives and all table cutlerw at 40 per cen.t above the pre-war 
prices; and I further Bay th.at I believe ·the information contained 
1n t'be said letter to be true to the best of my knowledge and belief. 

Enw. GRAFMUELLER. 

Sworn to and snbscribed before me 'this 3d day of June, A. D. 1922. 
I SEAL.] T. c. MEIDI~OER, 

Notary Pa.blic, District of Oolum'bia. 

Mr. President, by fixjng the r.ates which are proposed here 
the German situation is not met. There is created an embargo 
to a great extent against England, France, and, by the way, 
an embargo against Czechoslovakia, which has recently reformed 
her currency, and prices have mounted Bo high that the goods 
can not be imported. The situation in Germany is not met· 
but there is created an embargo against these other countries. ' 

Now, I ask in all seriousness, are you dealing with this 
situation in an intelligent and businesslike way? Why not 
find some other remedy 1 It is not for me to suggest the remedy, 
but that which the committee proposes is not the remedy to 
meet the situation. They are simply doing a botch job of it. 
They are not meeting the German .situation as it exists to-day. 
They are doi]'.\g an unfortunate thing, creating an embargo 
against Germany and France. If that be true-and I am sure 
that it is true--Oermany herself ls dealing with the situation 
and is going to require the goods to be .exported and billed out 
in dollars and in prices 25 per cent .above pre-war prices. 

It is not necessary to rely entirely upon what Germany has 
done and is doing, but the committee may find a remedy if they 
will. They may meet this situation to regulate these prices i! 
they want to do it. · 

What I insist upon, how-ever, is that the remedy propo ed by 
Senators on the other side of the Chamber is futile. It not 
only does not accomplish what it is sought to accomplish but 
it wnl be disastrous to trade between this country and England 
and France. It is admitted that there wlll be an embargo on 
th~se commodities which meet competition in the American 
market, although some few .articles, as has been stated, will 
come in from England regardless of price. 

However, .Mr. President, J think we had better take one step 
at a time, and therefore I should like to .hav-e a vote upon my 
amendment regarding the cheaper knives. 

l\.Ir. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I suggest the 
absence of a quorum . 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. LADD in the chair). The 
Secretary will call the roll. · 

The roll was called, and the following Senators·answered to 
their names : 
Ball Heflin McKinley 
Brandege.e Jones, N. Mcex. McLean 
Bursum Jones, Wash. McNary 
Calder Kellogg Newberry 
Capper Kendrick Odette 
Curtis Keyes Ov.erman 
Dial King Pepper 
Elkins Ladd Phipps 
Gooding -- La !Follette Robinson 
Hale , Lenroot Shep_pa.rd 
Harris McCormick Shortridge 
Harrison Mc Cumber Simmons 

Smith 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 
Willis 

Mr. HARRISON. Mr. President, a parliamentary 'inquiry. 
'What is before the Senate? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A call for a qu-0rum. 
Mr. HARRISON. I call for the regular or.der. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forty-six Sena.tors having an

swered to their names, there is not a quorum p11esent. The 
Secretary will call the names of the absentee·s. 

The reading clerk called the names of the absent Senators 
and Mr. RAWSON answered to his name when called. 

Mr. NICHOLSON entered the Cb.amber and answered to his 
.name. 

Mr. KING. Regular -0.rder, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Forcy~eigbt Senators ibaving 

answered to Uleir Dames, a querum is not present. 
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Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Sergeant .at Arms be 

directed to procure the presence of absent Senators. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Sergeant at Arms ,is 

directed to request the attendance of absent Senators. 
Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts and Mr. FRANCE entered the 

Chamber and answered to their names. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Fifty Senators having an

swered to their names, a quorum is present. The question is 
on the amendment offered by the Senator from New Mexico 
to the amendment of the committee. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I want to say 
just a word. My motion is to strike out the specific duty of 
2 cents each on these boys' knives. If it remains, it will pro
hibit the importation of these knives. I may add that there 
are none of suth knives produced in this country. 

On my amendment I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
l\fr. CALDER. May the amendment be stated, please? 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. 'l'he Secretary will state the 

amendment of the Senator from New Mexico to the amendment 
of the committee. 

The READING CLERK. On page 72, line 12, the Senator from 
New l\fexico proposes to strike out "2 cents each and," so that 
if amended it will read: 

Valued at not more than 40 cents per dozen, 60 per cent ad valorem
And so forth. 
The PRESIDING 0IfFICJ£R The Secretary will call t11e 

roll. 
The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll. 
l\lr. HALE (when his name was called). Making the same 

amrnuncement as before, I vote "nay." 
Mr. JONES of Washington (when hi· name was called). The 

senior Senator from Virginia Ll\fr. SwANSONJ is necesi:;arily 
absent. I have a pair with him for the evening, but I find 
that I can transfer my pair to the Senator from Arizona [Mr. 
CA:hfE:&ON] ; and I do so, and vote. I vote "nay.' 

.l\fr. McKINLEY (when his name was ca Bed). I transfer my 
pair with the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CARAWAY] to the 
Senator from Minne ota [Mr. NEL 'ON] and will vote. I vote 
"nuy." 

Mr. UNDERWOOD (when his name.was called). I transfer 
my general pair with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Loom~] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. GERRY] and will 
vote. I vote " yea." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. BALL. I transfer my general pair with the senior Sen

ator from Florida [Mr. Fu .. "'TCHER] to my colleague [Mr. nu 
Po:xT] and will vote. I vote "nay." 

Mr. WATSON of Indiana. I transfer my general pair with 
the senior Senator from Mississippi LMr. WILLIA.Ms] to the 
junior Senator from Oklahoma [Mr. liARRELD] and will vote. 
I rote "nay." 

~1Ir. STANLEY. I transfer my pair with my colleague [Mr. 
Er:ssT] to the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] and will 
vote. I vote "yea." 

l\Ir. McCUMBER (after having voted in the negative). I 
should like to inquire whether the junior Senator from Utah 
[Mr. Kmo] has voted? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. He has not. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I have a general pair with that Senator, 

which I transfer to the senior Senator from New York [Mr. 
W answoBTH] and will let my vote stand. 

Mr. CURTIS. I have been requested to annou: ce the fol
lowing pairs: 

Tile Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] with the Sen
ator from Virginia [Mr. Guss]; 

Tile Senator from Rhode Island [l\Ir. COLT] with the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL] ; 

The Senator from Indiana [l\Ir. NEW] with the Senator from 
Tennessee [Mr. MCKELLAR] ; 

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EDGE] with the Senator 
from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]; and 

The Senator from New Jersey [l\Ir. FRELINGHUY EN] with the 
Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH]. 

The result was announced-yeas 15, nays 36, as follows : 

Ashurst 
Dial 
Harris 
Harrison 

Ball 
Brandegee 
Bui-sum 
Callier 

YEAS-15. 
:Jones. N. Mex. 
La Follette 
Overman 
Pomerene 

Robinson 
Sheppard 
Simmons· 
Smith 

NAYS-36. 
Capper 
Curtis 
Elkins 
France 

Gooding 
Hale 
;Jones, Wash. 
Kellogg 

Stanley 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 

Kendrick 
Keyes 
Ladd 
Lenroot 

McCormick 
Mccumber 
McKinley 
McLean 
McNary 

Newberry 
Nicholson 
Oddie 
Pepper 
Phipps 

Rawson 
Shortridge 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 

NOT VOTING-45. 
Borah Fernald l\Ioses 
Broussard Fletcher Myt!rs 
Cameron li'relingbuysen 'elson 
Caraway Gerry New 
Colt Glass Norbeck 
Crow Harreld Norris 
Culberson Heflin Owen 
Cummins Hitchcock Page 
Dillingham Johni:on Pittman 
du Pont King Poindexter 
Edge Lodge Ransdell 
Ernst McKellar Recd 

Sutherland 
Townsend 
Warren 
V.7 atson, Ind. · 
Willis 

Shields 
Stanfield 
8wanson 
Trammell 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Vlatson, Ga. 
Weller 
Williams 

So the amendment of Mr. Jo ~Es of New Mexico to the amend
ment of the committee was rejected. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. On line 14, page 72, I move to 
strike out the words "5 cents each and." That relates to 
knives which cost more than 40 cents a dozen but not more than 
50 cents a dozen. The duty proposed to be put upon such 
kniws is 5 cents each, which would be 60 cents a dozen and 60 
per cent. Upon this amendment to the amendment I ask for 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk pro
ceeded to call the roll. 

l\lr. BALL (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as to the transfer of my pair as before, I vote 
"nay.'' 

~Ir. HALE (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

l\Ir. l\IcCID1BER (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as to the transfer of my pair as on the 
previou >ote, I >Ote "nay." 

l\fr. McKINLEY (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

Mr. STANLEY (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as before, I vote "yea." 

1\fr. W .ATSON of Indiana (when his name was called). Mak-
ing the same announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
l\fr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the follow~g pairs: 
The Senator from Rhode Island [l\fr. Covr] with the Senator 

from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL] ; 
The Senator from Vermont [l\1r. DILLINGHAM] with the 

Senator from Yirginia [Mr. GLASS] ; 
The Senator from :Kew Jersey [Mr. EDGE] with the Senator 

from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN] ; 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELI GHUYSEN] with the 

Senator from Montana [Mr. WALSH]; and 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEw] with the Senator from 

Tennessee [Mr. l\lcKELLAB]. 
l\lr. JONES of Wa hington. Making the same announcement 

as before with reference to my pair and its transfer, I vote 
"nay." 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I transfer my i)air with the senior Sen
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] to the junior Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. GERRY] and vote" yea." 

The result was announced-yeas 16, nays °'36, as follows: 

Ashurst 
Dial 
Harris 
Harrison 

Ball 
Brandeg-ee 
Burs um 
Calder 
Capper 
Cur ti 
Elkins 
France 
Gooding 

YEAS-16. 
Heflin 
Jones, N. Mex. 
La Follette 
Overman 

- Pomerene 
Robinson 
Sheppard 
Simmons 

NAYS-36. 
Hale McKinley 
Jones, Wash. McLean 
Kellogg McNary 
Kendrick Newberry 
Keyes Nicholson 
Ladd Oddie 
Lenroot Pepper 
:McCormick Phipps 
Mccumber Rawson 

NO'.r VOTING-44. 

Smith 
Stanley 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 

Shortridge 
Smoot 
Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
'l'ownsend 
Warren 
Watson, Ind. 
Willis 

Borah Ernst McKellat· Ransdell 
Brous ard l!,ernald Moses Reed 
Cameron Fletcher Myers Shields 
Caraway Frelinghuysen Nelson Stanfield 
Colt Gerry New Swanson 
Crow Glass Norbeck Trammell 
Culber on Harreld Norris Wadsworth 
Cummin Hitchcock Owen Walsh. Mont. 
Dillingham :Johnson Page Watson, Ga. 
du Pont King Pittman Weller 
Edge Lodge Poindexter Williams 

So the amendment of Mr. JONES of New Mexico to the com-
mittee amendment wa' rejected. · ' 

Mr. JONES of New l\fex1co. On line 16, page 72, I move to 
strike out the words "12 cents each and." This is the rate 
fixed on knives valued at more than 50 cents and not more than 
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$1.25. The committee proposes to fix a duty of 12 cents eacll 
and 60 per cent ad valorern. I move to strike out the words 
" 12 cents each and." 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. On lines 17 and 18, beginning 

with the numeral "20," I move to strike out "20 cents each 
and," so as to leave the 60 per cent ad valorem duty. That is 
the rate upon knives valued at more than $1.25 and not more 
than $3 per dozen. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. JONES of New Mexico. On line 21 I move to strike out 

" 40 cents each and," and I wish to make just this statement: 
That involves what is known as stockmen's knives. It is one 
of the best of the imported knives, and at the present price the 
duty will be absolutely prohibitive. The cost of this knife at 
the present time, with the present duty, is about $9 a dozen. 
If you add to that the profit which must be made by the dealers 
it brings it up above the present American price. It is proposed 
to make the duty 40 cents each and 60 per cent ad valorem. 

I am addressing myself especially to those who are inter
ested in the stockmen of the country when I call attention to 
this item. It is the regular stock.men's knife, which is used all 
over the West, and which comes in now at a duty of 55 per 
cent ad valorem. The committee proposes to put a specific 
duty of 40 cents each on this article, and to make the ad 
valorem 60 per cent. I move to strike out "40 cents each 
and," and upon that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the reading clerk 
proceeded to call the roll 

Mr. HALE (when his name was called). Making the same 
announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

Mr. JONES of Washington (when his name was called). 
Making the same announcement as before with reference to 
my pair and its transfer, I vote "nay.,, 

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as before, I vote "nay.,, 

Mr. McKINLEY (when his name was called). Making the 
same announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

Mr. WATSON of Indiana (when his name was called). Mak-
ing the same announcement as before, I vote "nay." 

The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CURTIS. I desire to announce the following pairs: 
The Senator from Rhode Island !Mr. COLT] with the Senator 

from Florida [Mr. TRAMMELL]; 
The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DILLINGHAM] with the 

Senator from Virginia [Mr. GLAss] ; 
The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. EDGE] with the Senator 

from Oklahoma [Mr. OWEN]; 
The Senator from New Jersey {Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] with the 

Senator from Mont.ana (Mr. WALSH]; and 
The Senator from Indiana [Mr. NEW] with the Senator from 

Tennessee [Mr. l\.foKELLAB]. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I transfer my general pair with the 

senior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LouGE] to the junior 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. GERRY] and vote "yea." 

Mr. BALL. Making the same announcement as before as to 
my pair and its tran fer, I vote u nay." 

The result was announced-yeas 15, nays 34, as follows : 
YE.AS-15. 

.Ashurst Hetlin Pomerene 
Dial Jones, N. Mex. Robinson 
Harris La Follette Sheppard 
Harrison Overman Simmons 

N.AYS-34. 
Ball Jones, Wash. McNary 
Brandegee Kellogg Newberry 
Bursum Kendrick Nicholson 
Capper Keyes Oddie 
Curtis Ladd Pepper 
Elkins McCormick Phipps 
France Mccumber ltawson 
Gooding McKinley S:3ortri<lge 
Hale McLean Smoot 

NOT VOTJNG-47. 
Borah Ernst McKellar 
Broussard ]j"'ernald Moses 
Calder Fletcher Myers 
Cameron Frelinghuysen Nelson 
Caraway Gerry New 
Colt Glass Norbeck 
Crow Harreld Norris 
Culberson Hitchcock Owen 
Cum min .Johnson Page 
Dillingham King Pittman 
du Pont Lenroot Poindexter 
Edge Lo-Oge Ransdell 

Smith 
Underwood 
Walsh, Mass. 

Spencer 
Sterling 
Sutherland 
Townsend 
"\\'arren 
Watson, Ind. 
Willis 

Reed 
Shields 
Stanfield 
Stanley 
Swanson 
Trammell 
Wadsworth 
Walsh, Mont. 
Watson, Ga. 
Weller 
Williams 

So the amendment of Mr. ·JONES of New Mexico to the com
mittee amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment as amended. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The next amendment will be 
stated. .. 

The READING CLEBK. On page 73, line ~ the committee pro
poses to strike out "40" and insert "60," so as to read: 

Cuticle knives, corn knives, nail file tweezer , hand forcep., A.nd 
~~sa~~egf.e~.nished or unfinished, by whatever name known, 60 per 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I do not care to 
discuss the items covered by this amendment any further than 
to say that it relates to articles used generally-nail files, tweez· 
ers, band forceps, and parts thereof, fini'Shed or unfini .. hcd. The 
House proposes a 40 per cent ad valorem rate. I shall simply 
content myself by voting against the committee amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Tbe question is on agreeing to 
the committee amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. . 
The next amendment of the commitree was, on page 73, line 8 

to strike out " 35 " and insert" 60,' and in line 10, after the word 
"maker," to insert the words "or purcha er," so as to make the 
provisos read : . 

Provided, That any ot the foregoing, jf import~ in the condition of 
assembled, but not fully finished, shall be dutl'able at not les than 
the rate of duty herein imposed upon fully finished articles o! th~ 
same material and quality, but oot less in any ca.se than 15 cents each 
and 60 per cent ad valorem: Provided furthet·i That an Urn articles 
specified in this paragraph, when imPQrted, shal ha.Te the name of the 
maker or purchaser and beneath the same the oa.me of the country or 
origin die sunk conspicuously and indelibly on the shank or tang of at 
least one or, it practicable, each and every blade thereof. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
Th-e ne:it:t amendment of the committee was, on page 73, 

line 18, after the word "artists," to strike out the word 
" shoe " and insert the word " shoe " and a comma. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on the same page, in line 21, to 

strike out the words "or without," and in line 23 to strike out 
the numerals " 16" and insert in lieu thereof " or without 
handles of any kind, 20," so as to read: 

PAR. 355. Table, butchel"s;, carving, cooks', bunting, kitchen, br ad, 
cake, pie, slicing, cigar, butter, vegetnbl<? fruit, ~heesei oonning, fi b, 
carpenters' bench, curriers', drawing, farl"1ers', fleshing, nay •. ugar-beet, 
beet-topping, tanners', plumbers', painters', palette, artists', shoe, and 
similar knives, forks, and steels, and cleavers, all the foregoing, finished 
'Or unfinished, not s~ly provided for, with handles of motber-ot
pearl, shell, ivory, deer, or other animal horn, silver, nickel silver, or 
other metal than iron or steel, or without handles of any kind, 20 
cents each. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was on page 73, line 25, to strike out the 

numeral " 8 " and insert in lieu thereof the numeral " 10," o as 
to read: 

With handles of hard rubber, solid bone, celluloid, or any pyroxylin, 
casein, or similar material, 10 cents. 

Mr. l\fcLEAN. Before going to that amendment the ~mmittee 
desires to offer an amendment on page 73, in line 24, after the 
word " each," to insert " and 45 per cent ad valorem." I will 
say that on this item and th.e next four or five it-ems the ad 
valorem is 55 per cent, and the purpose of the amendment is to 
reduce the ad valorem from 55 per cen to 45 per cent. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ~amendment will be tated. 
The READING OLERK. On page 73, line 24, after the word 

u each" and before the semicolon, insert ''and 45 per cent 
ad valoreru," so as to read : 

PAR. 355. Table, butchers', carving cooks', bunting, ltit~ben, bread, 
cake, pie, slicing, cigar, butter, wgetahle., fruit, ch~e canning, fish, car
pente1·s' bench, cuuie1·s' dr.a.wi.Dg, farriers', fleshing, hay, sugar-beet, 
beet-topping, tanners', piumbers', painters', palette, artists', sh~. and 
similar knives, forks, and steel13, and cl<>aver . all the fo?eg-0ing, finished 
or unfinished, not specially provided 11.~r. with haxl'dles of moth· r-ot
pearl. sbell, ivory, deer or -Other animal born, silver, nick-el silve1·, or 
other metal than iron or steel. or witbout handles of any kind, 20 cents 
each and 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr . .JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I desire to say just 
a word about this paragraph. 

Mr. McLEAN. Will th·e S~nator permit us to aet on this 
amendment, so that we may know just what the committee bas 
in mind? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I simply want to make a state
ment about this paragraph and what it relates to. I did not 
understand that the "20 cents each" related to an of these 
articles, or, rather, I did not understand that it wa.s a eommittee. 
amendment. I did not understand that the amendment insert~ 
ing the numerals "20" was -a committee amendment and tllat is 
the reason why I did not propose .an amendment at that point. 
There is nothing here to indicate that it js a committee amend
ment. It did not appear so to me. 

I want to call attention to the fact that this relates to cutlery 
of different kinds, to knives uch as table, butcher, carving, 
cooks', hunting, kitchen, bread. cake, pie. slicing, cigar, butter, 
veget.able, fruit, chee e, canning, fish, carpenters' bench, cur
riers', drawinj!;, farrier ', fleshing, hay, sugar-beet. beet-ooppiog, 
tanners', plumbers', painters', palette, artists'. shoe, and similar 

.. 



1922. OONGRESSION AL RECORD-SEN ATE. 8~15 

't:niYes, forks, and steels, and cleavers, Ilnished or unfinished, not 
specially provided for, with handles of mother-of-pearl, shell, 
ivory, deer, or other animal horn, silver, nickel silver, or other 
metal than iron or steel, or without handles of any kind. .A tariff 
of 20 cents each is to be imposed upon all of these and now it is 
proposed to add " and 45 per cent ad valorem." 

I supposed the committee had interpreted the paragraph to 
mean that on the next page the 5.5 per cent ad valorem would 
relate back to all of the various items which I have mentioned. 
I wish to make the statement that this relates to steel t.able 
eutlery and kitchen cutlery, the cheap steel cutlery that is used 
in every household, and with or without any handle, on which 
they are proposing to place a duty of 20 cents eacb--on ea.ch 
knife, each fork, a specific duty of 20 cents and an ad valorem 
duty of 45 per cent. · 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I would like to inquire of 
the Senator if he can tell the Senate the equivalent ad valorem 
of this compound duty? 

Mr. JOJ\TES of New Mexico. It varies, of -c.'Ourse . . 
Mr. SIMl\IONS. Th~ Senator just spoke of 20 cents specific 

plus an ad valorem rate of 45 per cent. Can the Senator tell 
us the ad valorem equivalent of that compound duty? 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I do not know. It would var¥ 
as the prices of the knives vary. Some of them, of course, are 
very cheap, and the rate must be two or three or four hundred 
per cent on some of them. 

.Mr. SIMMONS. If the Senator will pardon me, it is very 
difficult for Senators to understand -and appreciate the extent 
of this duty when it is expressed partly in a specific rate and 
partly in an ad valorem rate. If it could be expressed in the 
ad valorem equivalent, we could have a better conception of the 
size of the duty. • 

If the Senator from New l\Iexico will permit me in his time, 
I would like to ask whoever on the other side is in charge of 
tllis item-I presume the Senator from Connecticut .[Mr. l\Ic
LEAN]-if he can furnish the Senate information as to the ad 
valorem equivalent of the compound rate which the Senator 
from New Mexico has just referred to, namely, 20 cents specific 
plus 45 per cent ad valorem? 

Mr. McLEAN. It is about 110 per cent. Of course, that ap
plies to butcher knives. The report shows that on No. 7906 
the landed cost was $6.30 a dozen and the domestic selling price 
of the American article $14.25 a dozen, which would require 
126 per cent to equal the difference. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But that is not the question I asked the 
Senator. I asked the ad valorem equivalent of the compound 
duty imposed upon the foreign product. 

l\Ir . .McLEAN. There are a great many products included in 
the paragraph. 

Mr. SIMMONS. But all the products included in the section 
of the paragraph which the Senator from New Mexico l'earl a 
little while ago are subject to one mte of duty, namely, 20 cents 
specific plus 45 per cent ad valorem. That is a matter which 
might be worked out by the experts very quickly. I presume 
the Senator has the foreign price. What is the ad valorem 
equivalent of the two duties combined applied to the foreign 
price? 

Mr. McLEAN. On each article it would differ. To what 
particular item does the Senator refer? 

Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator from New Mexico just read 
the items. I will ask the Senator from New Mexico to which 
particular item he referred? 

l\Ir. JONES of New Mexico. Ordinary table steel knives 
and kitchen knives and forks. 

Mr. McLEAN. It depends on the length of th~ knife and 
handle and all the items which enter into the value. If the 
Senator will give me any particular knife, we can figure it out 
for him. 

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. T.ake just a common steel knife 
without any handle. The Senator proposes to put a duty on 
those of 20 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. l\IcLE.A.N. I do not think those are covered by this part 
of the paragraph. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GoonING in the chair). 
The question is on tbe amendment offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. 1\fcLEAN] on behalf of the -committee to the 
committee amendment. 

l\'Ir. KING. Mr. President, I hope the Senator from Con
necticut will respond to the inquiry of the Senator from North 
Carolina [1\Ir. SIMMONS] and tell us the equivalent ad valorem 
lJf the compound rate which is provided in the paragraph under 
consideration. The Senator from New Mexico {Mr. J"oNEs] 
asked the Senator from Connecticut to give the equivalent of 
the compound rate upon the ordinary table knife. Take the 
ordinary table knife, that costs in the foreign market 10 cents 

or 15 cents, what would be the rate on that? Obviously, of 
course, it would be from 200 to 250 per cent. 

Mr. McLEAN. It would depend on the fo1·eign value on 
which the rate is based. If the Senator from Utah can· iden
tify any knife here, and tbe foreign value, the equivalent ad 
valorem may very easily be estimated. 

Mr. KING. May I say to the Senator that if I properly 
comprehend this paragraph it embraces not only butcher knfves 
and hunting knives and carving knives but also the ordinary 
table knife and the ordinary fork, no matter how unimportant 
and how cheap and how inconsequential they may be. A fork 
costing 10 cents or 5 cents would have to pay a 20-cent specific 
duty, which, if it costs 5 cents, would be a 400 per cent duty. 
Then, in addition to that, it would have to pay 45 per cent ad 
valorem. Does the Senator mean to justify a rate of that 
character? 

Mr. McLEAN. On an: 8-cent knife the rate would be 70 per 
cent -ad valorem. 

Mr. KING. On an 8-cent knife a duty of 20 cents would be 
more than 200 per cent ad valorem. The Senator's adviser is 
wrong. 

If the Senator will pardon me. it is obvious that the knife 
that sold for 8 cents under a specific duty of 20 cents would 
carry more than a 200 per cent ad valorem duty. 

Mr. McLEAN. I do not think this paragraph includes the 
kind of a knife about which the Senator from Utah is talking . 

Mr. KING. It does not differentiate. It says " knives." 
Mr. McLEAN. Bat it says "with handles of mother-of

peaxl, shell, ivory, deer or other animal horn, silver, nickel 
silver, or 'Other metal than iron or steel." 

Mr. KING. It also says" or without handles of any kind." 
l\Ir. McLEAN. Yes. 
Mr. KING. The Senator knows that many ordinary table 

knives and forks would come within the description which 
he has just read. If the Senator intends to exclude the ordinary 
table knife and table fork, then certainly it will be necessary 
to have an amendment, because the language now is sufficiently 
comprehensive to include them. 

l\fr. McLEAN. On page 74 the other variety of knife is de
scribed definitely and specifically. The clause reads: 

With handles of any <>ther material, if li!ss than 4 inches in length, 
exclusive of handle, 3 cents each; lf 4 inches in length or over, ex· 
clusive of handle, 10 cents each. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have not in mind the 
details of this particular proposal with reference to kniv:es, but 
I desire to say that this is the first time I have ever seen a tariff 
bill come before either branch of Congress where a compound 
duty was levied and the committee .in charge had not worked 
out the equivalent ad valorem rate. I do not know whether the 
committee really is ashamed to tell us how high the rate is or 
whether they do not know; but I think the Senate iB entitled to 
that information. I know it was customary when I assisted in 
writing tariff bills to have the calculations worked out so as to 
be able to tell with definiteness the equivalent ad valorem of 
a compound rate. We have not yet obtained that infol'filation 
in this case, and I think the Senator in charge of the bill should 
pass this paragraph over until he may obtain the information and 
advise the Senate so that we may vote intelligently on the subject. 

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President--
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from .Ala

bama yield to the Senator from Utah? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. . 
Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, the Senator from New Mexico 

[Mr. JONES] is mistaken when he thinks that this clause pro
viding for a specific duty of " 20 cents each " refers to common, 
ordinary table knives. Such knives :f.a11 in a succeeding clause, 
where the duty is "3 cents .each," which will be changed to 
2 cents. 

The bracket now being considered covers knives" not specially 
provided for, with handles of mother-of-pearl, shell, ivory, deer, 
or other animal horn, silver, nickel silver, or other metal than 
iron or steel." 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. "Or without handles of any kind." 
Mr. SMITH. "Or without handles of any kind." None of 

the knives which the Senator has described would be induded 
in the phrase " without handles of any kind."' 

Mr. SMOOT. The phrase" handles of any kind" means han
dles of other metal or wood -0r animal horn. Just preceding 
the words referred to, the clause reads " or other metal than 
iron or steel." 

The ordinary knife and fork that are being talked about fall 
within the next item, which reads : 
with handles of any other material, if less than 4 inches ln l-eneath, ex
clusive of handle, 3 cents ea.ch; if 4 inches in length or over, exclusive 
of handle, 10 cents each ; and in addition thereto, on all of the fore
going, 45 per cent ad valorem • 

• 
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l\lr. L.A. FOLLETTE. The bill says 55 per cent. 
Mr. S~100T. I put it the way the committee intends to 

amend it. That i the item under which the knives referred to 
would come. 

1\1r. JONES of New Mexico. T at refers to any kind of steel 
table knife. It would cover the ordinary camp knife, which 
can be bought !Jy the dozen. 

l\tr. SMOOT. Wlrnt refers to that? 
l\Ir . .JONES of New Mexico. This paragraph here. 
:Mr. SMOOT. Not the clause providing a duty of 20 cents 

each. 
1\1.r. JONES of New Mexico. Why not? 
l\lr. Sl\IOOT. Because it says that it does not. It says "or 

other metal than iron or steel." 
l\1r. JONES of New Mexico. Those words re1ate to the 

handle. I do not see how the Senator can give any other inter
pretation to them. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. I do not see how the Senator can give the inter
pretation which be gi\es. 

1\lr. JONES of New l\Iexico. That is what it says. 
1\Ir. Sl\IOOT. Of course, all knives have steel blades, but the 

clause only applies to steel blades " with handles of mother-of
pearl, steel, ivory, deer, or other animal horn, silver, nickel sil
ver, or other metal than iron or steel." 

Mr . .JONES of New Mexico. 'l~hen the words are added "or 
without handles of any kind." 

The Senator can not get any other interpretation from it. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator wm tell me to what he has· 
reference then I will endeavor to tell him whether the lan
guage means what he thinks or not. 

Mr. POMERE1\TE. This paragraph describes a very large 
number of articles of various kinds, of knives and forks, and 
so forth. Then it describes the handles in this language: 

With. handl~s of ipotber-of-pearJ, sheJl, ivory, deer or other animal 
horn, silver, mcke1 silver, or other metal than iron or steel or without 
handles of any kind. ' 

And a specific duty of 20 cents each is imposed. 
Mr. SMOOT. I will say to the Senator that the only question 

there mny be is as to the amendment to which reference has 
been made, and I shall ask that that be looked into. I have 
not paid any especial attention to ~bis paragraph, and it may 
be that the amendment suggested relates to the cheaper grade 
of knives. As to those, however, the ad valorem rate would 
apply, and a duty of 2 cents or 3 cents each would not make so 
much difference, while a duty of 20 cents each would make a 
considerable difference. . 

Mr. POMERENE. I think the discussion demonstrates con
clusively that the proponents of this paragraph do not under
stand what it means. 
• Mr. Sl\IOOT. The Senator can draw his own conclusion about 

that. . 
Mr. POMERENE. I think everybody has dra"vn that con

clusion. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. l\lr. President, it seems very clear that 

this section does not refer to mother-of-pearl knives only. It 
starts out by saying : 

Table, butchers', carving, cooks', hunting, kitchen-

.And then goes on with a whole -lot of other knives-

The truth of it is the committee has made a mistake in inserting 
there the words "or without handles of any kind." That is 
where the mistake has been made. The Senator from Utah 
never intended any such result as that, but that is the effect of 
the provision if it is left in there. 

Mr. Sl\IOOT. The provision was put in, I think, on the rec- with handles • • or without handles, • • • 20 cents each. 
ommendation of one of the examiners from New York, and if And then it adds the ad valorem of 55 per cent. 
the Senator will wait for just a moment I will look it up and Mr. Sl\PTH. l\Ir. President, if the Senator from Alabama. 
see if the provision should come here or in a succeeding clause. will allow me, it says "finished or unfinished" before it gets 

Mr. McLEAN. Of course, a knife without a handle does not down to the question of handles. · 
go into domestic use. They are imported in fuat form, and the l\fr. SMOOT. That is the same as the existing law. 
handles are put on in this country. . l\fr. Sl\H'rH. I am just saying that it includes all kinds of 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. It seems to me that until the commit- knives, and says " with handles" of a certain kind, or without 
tee can definitely inform the Senate what this paragraph means any handles at all, "finished or unfinished," 20 cents each. 
we ought to take a recess to-night and give them an oppor- Mr. S~fOOT. In that case they would simply leave out 
tunity to prepare themselves, so that to-morrow morning we about one rivet and it would not be :finished, and all they would 
may ascertain exactly what is proposed to the Senate. We can have to do would be to put a rivet in a handle to :finish it. That 
not find out what the language means and we can not find out has always been the case, and the Senator from Alabama would 
what the equivalent ad valorem rate is, and certainly the not object to that. 
Senate is not prepared to vote on this paragraph at this time. Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am not objecting to the words " :fin-

1\lr. SMOOT. I thought I had with me a table of the ad ished or unfinished"--
valorem rates of each one of the brackets, but, as I had not in- Mr. SMOOT. No; of course the Senator is not. 
tended to discuss the paragraph, I :find I have it not with me. Mr. Ul\TDERWOOD. But what I am trying to find out is 
There are, however, a number of other items which we may what the section means. I never heard of a kitchen knife with
consider. . out a handle, and yet this provides for taxing kitchen knives 

Mr. POMERE~~- M:r. President, let me put a question to without handles 20 cents each. 
the Senator from another viewpoint. Here are two or three Mr. SMOOT. I will say that kitchen knives have been 
dozen different articles, including table, butchers', carving, shipped over here without handles. 
cooks', hunting, kitchen, bread, cake, pie, slicing, cigar, butter, Mr. SIMMO~S. Mr. President, the Senator from Alaba ma 
vegetable, fruit, cheese, canning, fish, and other knives. From overlooks the fact that later in the same paragraph, after these 
the standpoint of price, what articles are included? Does the specific rates, 20 cents in some cases and 10 cents in other cases, 
bracket cover knives that are worth 10 cents apiece or $10 there is this: 
apiece? 'l'here is a specific duty imposed of 20 cents each and And in addition ther eto, on all of the foregoing, 55 per cent ad 
then an ad valorem duty. Twenty cents apiece in the case of valorem. 
$10 knives would not amount to anything, whereas in the case l\1r. SMOOT. Oh, no; be did not overlook that. 
of 10-cent knives 20 cents apiece would amount to a great Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; I called that to the Senator's at-
deal; in fact, it would amount to 200 per cent. tention ; but for an ordinary kitchen knife a 20-cent tax is ome 

Mr. SMOOT. That is true, but there are no 10-cent knives tax, because you can buy them at a 10-cent store. 
with the kind of handles which are described. Mr. SMOOT. But the ordinary kitchen knife does not fall 

Mr. POMERENE. I do not know as to that. under this language. 
Mr. SMOOT. I know. l\1r. McCUMBER. Mr. President--
Mr. P01\1ERENE. I do not know why the Senator should The PHESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from .A.la-

insist on making that statement, when the language of the bama yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
amendment is " or without handles of any kind." It refers Mr. UNDERWOOD. I yield. I will yield the floor if the 
to certain kinds of handles and then says, " other than iron or Senator desires. 
steel." There might be a corncob handle, for that matter. Mr. McCUMBER. No; it is not neces ary. The Senator has 

Mr. SMOOT. It does not say that at all. The only ques- just stated that be had never heard of a kitchen knife coming 
tion-- in without a handle. 

Mr. PO.MERENE. The handle could be of corncob so far Mr. UNDERWOOD. I said that I had never heard of a 
as this language is concerned. kitchen knife without a handle when it was in reality a kitchen 

Mr. SMOOT. .A. knife with a corncob handle would not fall knife. 
under this bracket. Mr. McCUMBER. They are shipped in without handles." 

Mr. POMERENE. Why does the Senator say that? The f Mr. UNDERWOOD. I realize that many knives are shipped 
language would include such a knife. I in without handles. 

l\lr. SMOOT. What language, I will ask the Senator? l\1r. McCU).IBER. In 1921, in nine months, there were 
Mr. POMERENE. The language of the text. I do not know j 13,249, of a value of $18,221, that were shipped in without han-

tariff bills, but I know the English language, I think. dles . 
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I am perfectly free to say to the Senator from Alabama that 

I think he is right in stating that this is not very clearly ex
pres ed and that those who have reported this bill did not 
clearly understand just what this language " or without han
dles of any kind" might be construed to mean. 

Under this head we have the more expensive knives. They 
are often shipped in, and then the pearl handles or the silver 
handles are perhaps made in this country and are attached; 
and the idea was to put the duty upon those which were 
shipped in which were of a better quality, of course, the ex
pensive knives that are used in this country. They come in 
quite extensively., too; but there is no question in my mind; 
after reading the matter over again, that the way it is written 
it would apply, as suggested by the Senator, t.o a 3-cent kitchen 
knife as well as it would to a very expensive one; and for that 
reason I suggest that we pass over that one particular amend
ment. 

Mr. SMOOT. Why does not the Senator move to disagree to 
the amendment and ask that the Senate reject it? 

l\Ir. l\IcCUl\IBER. I want some kind of a duty upon the 
blades that come in without handles. ~ 

Mr. SMOOT. But it says "finished or unfinished." 
l\Ir. McCUMBER. And as we have not taken care of it in 

the rest of the paragraph I suggest that we allow the matter 
to go over, and we will place that kind of a paragraph or some
thing that will cover it at the end of the paragraph on the next 
page. 

l\fr. SMOOT. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that 
this sars " finished or unfinished " ; so that. with the striking 
out of those words, "or without handles of any kind," then the 
specific duty and the ad valorem are provided, and it would 
be covered whether it was .finished or whether it was unfinished. 
Of course the Senator from Alabama knows that that language 
mu t be used, because if it were not used they could simply, as 
I ay, leave one little rivet out of the handle and it would 
not be dutiable. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator from Utah is clearly right. 
When you use the words " finished or unfinished " of cburse 
there is no necessity for putting in this paragraph the language, 
"or without handles of any kind," because if they are without 
handles of any kind they are unfinished; but that is not really 
the main thing that concerns me about this paragraph. I was 
satisfied that the committee had made a mistake in writing the 
paragraph, but what I am interested in and what I think the 
Senate is entitled to information about is what is the average 
run of the rates of duty that are carried in this paragraph. 

Of course I know that there are some high-class knives where 
the rate of duty will be low, and there are some very common 
kinds of knives where I guess-I have not the information, but 
I must assume-that the rate of duty is going to be tremendous; 
and I think the committee, on an item as important as this is, 
ought to furnish the Senate with a statement showing the 
range. We do not ask for every knife, but there must be some 
high-class knives that come in here, and some very cheap knives ; 
and we certainly are entitled to know what the compound rate 
of duty amounts to in ad valorem terms on the common knives 
and what it amounts to on the high-class knives. • 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if the Senator will allow 
me; first, I will correct the error of both the Senator from 
Alabama and the Senator from lJtah in assuming that if we 
will strike out the words "or without handles of any kind," 
we will meet the situation; and then I will give the Senat.or 
the information as to some of the equivalent ad valorem duties 
on the values that we have. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD: That is really the important proposi
tion. 

l\Ir. McCUMBER. Let us take the first one, because I wish 
also to satisfy the Senator from Utah that we do not meet the 
situation by merely disagreeing with the proposition of the 
amendment "or without handles," because we are describing 
these: 

All the foregoing, finished or unfinished, not specially provided !or, 
with handles of mother-of-pearl, shell, ivory, deer, or other animal 
horn, silver, nickel silver, or other metal than iron or steeL 

The Senator says that if we strike out "or without handles 
of any kind," we will meet that situation; but we have dealt 
heretofore only With those with handles. Therefore, if we are 
going to have any provision in the ..paragraph relating to the 
importation of any kind of blades without handles, we will 
have to insert it in there somewhere. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But the Senator, if he will read ' the 
language of his own committee, struck out the words " or with
out handles" above. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I know it, and that is the reason why it 
ieaves it "with handles." 

Mr. UI\TDERWOOD. You just changed the place where it 
was necessary for it to go in. 

Mr. l\IcCUMBER. I say you would have to make still an
other amendment. Now, I will call the Senator's attention to 
one or two instances in the Reynolds report, and give him the 
equivalent ad valorem duty as the bill would now stand, with 
~ .. amendment offered by the Senator from Connecticut. 

vve will take first the butcher knives from England. That 
would be equivalent to about 100 per cent. In the case of the 
kitchen and table knives, the equivalent ad valorem would be 
66 per cent. 

.Mr. UNDERWOOD. What is the value of the table knife 
when it comes in-? 

Mr. McCU.MBER. $11.97 a dozen. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Of course, a knife valued at $11.97 a 

dozen is a very high-class knife, but what I am asking about 
are these kitchen knives. What is the value of those? 

Mr. -AicCUMBER. I am taking just these that we have here. 
I have something a little lower down that I think will cover 
tlmt. The butcher knives I have given the Senator, about 100 
per cent. The cook knives from France, that come in at $6.93 
a dozen, would amount to about 53 per cent ad valorem under 
the rates as given here. These are the only ones I have. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The Senator must be wrong; it can not 
be 53 per cent, because he provides in this paragraph a 20 per 

·cent specific duty· and then 55 per cent ad valorem, and yet the 
Senator works it out below his ad valorem rate. 

l\lr. McOUMBER. Oh, no; cook knives are only 3 cents, I 
think, and as amended only 2 cents-2 cents each and 45 per 
cent ad valorem. · 

Mr. ,DNDERWOOD. The cook knives, as far as the para
graph reads in the bill that is printed before me, are taxed at 
20 cents each and 55 per cent ad valorem. 

Mr. l\fcCUMBER. Four inches or under-that is, simply the 
blade--they are 3 cents each, which we amended to 2 cents each~ 
with a 45 per cei!t ad valorem duty. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What the Senator is doing on that 
piece of paper over there may be all right--

Mr. MoCUMBER. The piece of paper takes in the actual im
portations, and just exactly what they are imported for, and 
just exactly what this compound rate would be equivalent to 
on an ad valorem basis. 

l\lr. UNDERWOOD. It is very evident that either the Sena~ 
tor is very wrong or I am very wrong, and I think the Senate 
is entitled to find out what this paragraph means. Let me read 
.it to you: 

PAR. 355. Table, butchers', carving, cooks', hunting, kitchen, bread, 
cake, pie, slicing, cigar, butter, vegetable, fruit, cheese, canning, fish, 
carpenters' bench, curriers', drawing, farriers', fleshing, hay, sugar-beet~ 
beet-topping, tanners', plumbers', painters', palette, artists', shoe, ana 
similar knives, forks, and steels, and cleavers, all the foregoing, finished 
or unfinished, not specially provided for, with handles-

With the words "or without" stricken out of the House 
text-
ot mother-of-pearl, shell, ivory, deer, or oth<lr animal horn, silver, 
nickel silver, or otner metal tha.n iron or steel, or without handles of 
any. kind, 20 cents each. 

Now, that includes cook knives. 
Mr. McCIDIBER. No, Mr. President; it does not. That 

includes the higher-priced table knives. It is the knives that 
are generally silver-plated, with silver handles, and the more 
valuable class of table knives. The? are not the kitchen knives. 
Kitchen knives come in the next paragraph after that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But if the Senator will just wait a 
minute; these rates are bad enough in themselves, and if the 
Senator really has made a mistake in classing kitchen knives 
among high-class knives~ for heaven's sake do not let us make 
the American people suffer from an undisclosed mistake. I 
have read the whole paragraph, and there is no other rate 
above what I have read. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No; the Senator has _not read what aP
pears on page 7 4. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. But there is a semicolon after the 
words "20 cents each." 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. And so all in the language above "20 

cents each " is included in the 20-cent tax. It can not be other
wise. You can not put these table knives and butcher knives 
and cook knives in any other tax than 20 cents each, because 
you have separated them from any other place in the bill by 
this semicolon. Then you add the 55 per cent ad valorem, and 
then you report to the Senate that some of these knives carry a 
rate of only 53 per cent. Now, evidently the committee · has 
ma.de some mistake in ascertaining what its taxes are, and I 
think we are entitled to an explanation of it. 
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l\lr. McCUMBER. Possibly the committee may have made 
some mistake; but I am certain of one thing, and that ls that 
the committee made no mistake in assuming that a pearl
hanclled knife was not a kitchen knife. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What did you put the kitchen knife in 
there for, then? Why did you say " kitchen knives"? 

Mr. McOUMBER. There is the whole paragraph, and we are 
dealing with several kinds of knives in the paragraph. When 
you come to the description of those things which we generally 
denominate kitchen knives, you will find that we have gjven 
a rate, instead of 20 cents each, of 2 cents each. That is a 
kitchen knife generally with a wood handle, and certainly not 
designated as a silver-plated knife or a knife with a pearl 
handle that can not be put into hot water at all. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Then the Senator has bis bill punctu
ated entirely wrong. 

Mr. l\fcOUMBER. Oh, no; he has not. 
Mr. SMITH. May I ask-the Senator from North Dakota if 

there are silver-plated handles on drawing knives which are 
used to draw shingles with. They are in the same category. 
Then you have curriers' knives, with which you rake the hair 
off the hides of animals. Do you silver plate those? Then you 
have a hay knife here, and you have a fish knife. You have no 
semicolon there. 
- l\Ir. SMOOT. The Senator will see the semicolon after " 20 

cents each." 
Mr. SMITH. I know there is one there, and that ends the 

whole thing. That includes the whole category. The conten
tion is that drawing knives, the curriers' knives, and all the 
knives in everyday use, take the 20-cent rate, if they have han
..dles or are without handles. 

Mr. SMOOT. Oh, no. 
Mr. SMITH. I may not understand your method of draw

ing a tariff bill; but, as the Senator from Ohio says, I do 
understand the English language and its pun~tuation. 

Mr. SMOOT. If the Senator understands the English lan
guage, he ought to read the bill and see what it provides. 

Mr. SMITH. I read it and see what it provides, but I do 
not accept the interpretation of the Senator from Utah. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let us see just what it does provide. There 
are three classes of knives, and the classes are separated by 
semicolons. 

Mr. SMITH. Let us see. 
Mr. SMOOT. It reads, "similar knives, forks, and steels, 

and cleavers, all of the foregoing, finished or unfinished, not 
specially provided for." They are certainly provided for 
otherwise, and I call the Senator's attention to whe1·e they 
are specially. provided for, "with handles of mother-of-pearl, 
shell, ivory," and so forth. 

Mr. McOUMBER and Mr. HEFLIN addressed the Ohair. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Utah 

yield; and if so, to whom? 
Mr. McOUMBER. I ask the Senator from Utah to yield 

to me. 
Mr. SMOOT. I yield to the Senator from North Dakota. 
Mr. McCUMBER. In all probability if we are going to close 

at 10 o'clock to-night, as we usually do, we shall hardly finish 
this matter, and I ask unanimous consent at this time that 
when the Senate closes its session to-day it shall recess until 
to-morrow at 11 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection? The 
Ohair hears none, and it i~ so ordered. 

Mr. McOUMBER. Now I ask the Senator from Utah if he 
will not yield for a short executive session, and then let us 
recess until 11 o'clock to-morrow. 

Mr. SMOOT. I have the floor. 
Mr. McOUMBER. I know the Senator has, but I ask if he 

will not yield to me to make a little statement? 
Mr. SMOOT. Certainly. 
Mr. McOUMBER. We have been holding evening sessions 

for quite a long time. We have been holding them because it is 
generally 2 or 3 o clock, or after 3, sometimes, before we get 
to the tariff bill at all. It is not agreeable to any of us, I 
know, to hold these long night sessions and work as hard as 
we do, and I suggest that if we can have less discussion of 
extraneous matters in the morning I would like to have at • 
least a gentlemen's agreement that we shall close at 6 or half 
past 6, and not hold evening sessions, provided we can do 
something during the day. I am willing to try that a while. 
If we can not make any better headway, of course we shall 
have to hold night sessions. 

Mr. SMOOT. The Senator does not ask that now? 
Mr. McCUMBER. No; I am not asking it now; but I simply 

want to make the suggestion. I hope that to-morrow we can 
get along without holding an evening session at all. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. PresiClent, I would be glad if Senators 
on this side of the Chamber would hear me just a moment. I am 
speaking without any understanding whatever with Senators on 
the other side., but I really believe that we would accomplish 
more toward expediting the bill if our sessions were confined to 
daylight and we could commence at 11 and recess at 6, instead 
of commencing at 11 and closing at 10. 

Mr. SMOOT. Why does the Senator make that statement? 
Mr. SIMMONS. I really believe we would accomplish more, 

and I want to join with the Senator from North Dakota in the 
expression of the hope that as far as possible, though I know 
we can not do jt altogether, we eliminate the discussion of e:x:
traneous matters and confine ourselves to the tariff bill. I think 
it ought to be acted upon as speedily as possible, and I hope that 
the program outlined by the Senator from North Dakota will be 
adopted, changing the hours so as to run from 11 to 6, and that 
on both sides of the Chamber we eliminate, as far as practicable, 
the discussion and consideration of all matters not pertaining 
to the pending biJl until we get through with it. 

Mr. SMOOT. Let it be understood, also, that we will cut out 
all speeches which are mere repetitions. 

Mr. SIMMONS. I am not giving any assurances; I am not 
attempting to bind anybody at all. I am simply expressing a 
hope. 

Mr. SMOOT. I agree with the Senator. 
1\Ir. HEFLIN. Mr. President, we are not agreeing to any

thing; we are just having suggestions. 
Mr. SIMMONS. That is all I said. I was just expressing a 

hope. 
l\fr. SMOOT. I so understood the Senator. 
l\Ir. HEFLIN. The Senator from North Carolina is express

ing the hope expressed by the Senator from North Dakota. 
Mr. Sl\IOOT. And I join in the hope. 
Mr. HEFLIN. The Senator from Utah said: " Let it be 

agreed that we cut out so and so." We are not agreeing to 
anything. If you would change the bill, it would save a lot 
of time. 

Mi·. S~IOOT. That is the Senator's opinion, we know; he 
has said it a good many times. 

Mr. HEFLIN. And I am going to say it a good many more 
times, too. 

Ur. SMOOT. I hope the Senator will allow me to proceed. 
I do not think there will be a vote on this paragraph to-night, 
and perhaps it will be discussed again to-morrow. 

l\Ir. SMITH. Very likely. 
l\Ir. SMOOT. In the meantime I want to address the Sena

tors who say that there is no classification, and that the words 
"unfinished, not specially provided for," ·do not mean anything 
in the paragraph, 

There are three different descriptions of knives provided for 
here under these three different rates, and they are separated 
by semicolons. The kitchen knives and tables knives fall under 
the second rate of duty which, when the Senate committee 
amendments are ag1eed to, which I hope will be done, will be 2 
cents each, and 45 per cent ad valorem. 

At the same time I want to say that I now have the figures 
wTiich were worked out on the e items, and I can tell Senators 
just what the equivalent ad valorem is upon each of the differ
ent brackets, taking the average rate of knives falling within 
those brackets. As to the first one, at 20 cents each and 45 per 
cent ad valorem, the equivalent ad vaJorem is 136 per cent. 
As to the second one, 2 cents each and 45 per cent ad valorem, 
the equivalent would be 77 per cent ad valorem. As to the 
third, over 4 inches in length, 10 cents. each and 45 per cent 
ad valorem, the equivalent is 67 per cent ad valorem. 

BRIDGE OVER PEND OREILLE RIVER, WASH. 

Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. President, I favorably re
port from the Committee on Commerce without amendment the 
bill (H. R. 11265) to authorize the maintenance of a bridge 
constructed across the Pend Oreille River at the town of Usk, 
in the State of Washington, and I submit a report thereon (No. 
761). I ask unanimous consent for the immediate considera
tion of the bill. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, whi<:,h was read, as 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the bridge specified in an act approved 
August 7, 1919, entitled "An act to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Pend Oreille River at the town of Usk, in the State 
of Washington," having been constructed without approval of the plans 
by the Chief of Engineers and the Secretary of War, be, and is hereby, 
declared a lawful structure, to be maintained and operated subject to 
the provisions of an act entitled ".An act to regulate the construction of 
bridges over navigable waters," approved March 23, 1906: Prcn;ided, 
That unless plans of the said bridge shall have been submitted to the 
Chief ot Engineers and the Secretary of War for their apprnval and 
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shall have been approved by them within six months after the date of 
the approval of this act, this authority shall then cease and be null 
and void. , . 

SEC. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
expressly reserved. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CURTIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the con
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to ; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After 20 minutes spent 
in executive session the doors were reopened. 
PRESIDENT HABDING'S ADDRESS AT THE DEDICATION OF THE LINCOLN 

MEMORIAL. 

Mr. l\IcCOR1\1ICK. I a k unanimous consent to have printed 
in the RECORD in the regular RECORD type President Harding's 
address at the dedication of the Lincoln Memorial on May 30, 
1922. . 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD in 8-point type, as follows: 
PRESlDE:-IT HARDING'S ADDRESS AT THE DEDICATJ0:-1 Oil' THE LINCOLN 

Ml'}MORUL, WASHINGTON, D. C., MAY 30, 1922. 
l\Ir. Chief Justice, it is a supreme satisfaction officially to 

accept on behalf of the Government this superb monument to 
the savior of the Republic. No official duty could be more wel
come, no official function more pleasing. This memorial edifice 
is a noble tribute, gratefully bestowed, and in its offering is 
the reverent heart of America; in its dedication is the con
sciousness of reverence and gratitude beautifully expressed. 

omehow my emotions incline me to speak simply as a rever
ent and grateful American rather than one in official re. ponsi
bility. I am thus inclined because the true measure of Lincoln 
i in his place to-<lay in the heart of American citizenship, 
though more than half a century has passed since his colo~ sal 
f:enice and his martyrdom. In every momf'nt of peril, in every 
hour of cli couragement, whenever tbe clouds gather, there is 
the image of Lincoln to rivet our hope and to renew our faith. 
'Vhenever there is a glow of triumph over national achievement 
there comes the reminder that but for Lincoln's heroic and 
-µnalterable faith in the Union these triumphs could not have 
been. 

No great character in all history has been more eulogized, no 
towering figure more monumented, no likeness more portrayecl. 
Painters and sculprnrs portray as they see, and no two see 
precisely alike. So, too, is there varied emphasis in the por
traiture of words; but all are agreed about the rugged great
nes , the surpassing tenderness, the unfailing wisdom of this 
ma ter martyr. 

History is concerned with the things accomplished. Biog
raphy deals with the methods and the indindual attributes 
which led to accomplishment. 

The supreme chapter in history is not emancipation, though 
that achievement would have exalted Lincoln throughout all the 
ages. The simple truth is that Lincoln, recognizing an· estab
lished order, would have compromised with the slavery that 
existed if he could have halted its extension. Hating human 
slavery as he did, he doubtless believed in its ultimate abolition 
througl1 the developing conscience of the American people, but 
he would have been the last man in the Republic to 1·esort to 
arm. to effect its abolition. Emancipation was a means to the 
great end-maintained union and nationality. Here was the 
great purpose, here the towering hope, here the supreme faith. 
He treasured the inheritance handed down by the founding 
fathers, the ark of the covenant wrought through their heroic 
sacrifices and builded in their inspired genius. The Union must 
be preserved. It was the central thought, the unalterable pur
po e, the unyielding intent, the foundation of faith. It was 
worth every sacrifice, justified eyery cost, steeled the heart to 
sanction every crimsoned tide of blood. Here was the great 
experiment-popular go>ernment and constitutional union
menaced by greed expressed in human chattels. With the greed 
restricted and unthreatened, he could temporize. When it 
challenged Federal authority and threatened the Union, it pro
nounced its own doom. In the first inaugural he quoted and 
reiterated his own oft-repeated utterance--" I have no purpose, 
diI·ectly or indirectly, to interfere with the institution of slavery 
in the States where it exists. I believe I have no lawful right 
to do so, and I have no inclination to do so." He believed in 
maintaining inviolate the rights of the States, but he believed 
no less firmly in the perpetuity of the union of the States. The 
union, having been contracted, could not be dissolved except 
by consent of all parties to the contract. He recognized the con
flicting viewpoints. differing policies, and controverted ques-
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tions. But there were constitutional methods of settlement, and 
these must be employed. 

In the first inaugural address he stressed the great general 
principle that-
" in our constitutional controversies we divide into majorities 
and minorities. If the minority will not acquiesce the ma
jority must, or the Government must cease. There is no other 
alternative, for continuing the Government is acquiescence on 
O!le side or the other. If the minority in such case will secede 
rather than acquiesce, they make a precedent which in turn 
will divide and ruin them. * * * Plainly the central idea 
of secession is the essence of anarchy. A majority held in 
restraint by constitutional checks and limitations, and always 
changing easily with deliberate changes of popular opinions 
and sentiments, is the only true sovereiaP of a free people. 
Whoever rejects it does of necessity fly to anarchy or despot
ism." 

Here spoke the statesman, proclaiming deliberate public 
opinion a the supreme power of civilization, easily to be writ
ten into law when conviction should command. It ought to be 
tonic to the waning confidence of th-0se of to-day who grow 
impatient that emphasized minority views are not hurried .into 
the majority expresNions of the Republic. Deliberate public 
opinion never fails. 

Later, closing his first inaugural, when anxiety gripped the 
Nation, there spoke the generous, forgiving, sympathetic man 
of undaunted faith: 

"I am loath to close. 'Ve are not enemies, but friends. We 
must not be enemies. Though passion may have strained, it 
must not break our bonds of affection. The mystic chords of 
memory, stretching from every battle fiQld and patriot gra Ye 
to every living heart and hearthstone all over this broad land, 
will yet swell the chorus of the union when again touched, as 
they surely will be, by the better angles of our nature." 

But ne appealed in vain. Passion was aflame and war was 
made the arbiter. Americans fought Americans with equal 
courage and valor. There was an ambiguity in the Constitution 
which only a baptism in blood could efface. One may only 
speculate on what another might have done, but Fate seems to 
have summoned the one great hero best fitted to lead to the 
Union's salvation. 

His faith was inspiring, his resolution commanding, his 
sympathy reassuring, his simplicity enlisting, his patience un
failing. He was Faith, Patience, and Courage, with his bead 
abo•e the clouds,· unmoved by the storms which raged about 
bis feet. . 

No leader was ever more unsparingly criticized or more bit
terly assailed. He was lashed by angry tongues and ridiculed 
in press and speech until he drank from as bitter a cup as was 
ever put to human lips, but his faith was unshaken and his 
patience never exhausted. Some one sent me recently an 
illumined and framed quotation which fell from his lips when 
the storm of criticism was at its height: 

" If I were trying to read," he said, " much less answer all 
the attacks made on me, this shop might as well be closed for 
any other busine. s. I do the best I know how, the very best 
I can ; and I mean to keep on doing it to the end. If the end 
brings me out all right," what is said against me will not amount 
to anything. If the end brings me out all wrong, 10 angels 
swearing I was right would make no difference." 

He knew, of course, before the assassin robbed him of fuller 
realization, that the end was bringing him out all right. He 
knew when swords were sheathed and guns laid down, that the 
Union he saved was riveted anew and made forever indissoluble. 
He knew tl\at in the great cruci,ble of fire and blood the dross 
bad been burned from the misdirected patriotism of seceding 
States and the pure gold restored to shining stars in dear Old 
Glory again. He knew he had freed a race of bondmen and had 
given to the world the costly proof of the perpetuity of the 
American Union. But I can not restrain the wish that he might 
omehow ·know of the monuments to his memory throughout 

the world, and that we are dedicating to-day, on behalf of a 
grateful nation, this matchless memorial, whose 48 columns, 
representing 48 States in the concord of union, testify that the 
" end brought him out all right." 

Reflecting now on the lampooning and heedless attack and un
justifiable abuse which bruised his heart and tested his patience, 
we may accept its expression as one of the abused privileges 
under popular government, when passion sways and bitterness 
inspires, but for which there is compensation in the assurance 
that when men have their feet firmly planted in the right, and 
do the very best they can and " keep on doing it," they come out 
all right in the end, and all the storm does not amount to any
thing. 



,, -

• 

8420 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SEN ATE. JUNE 8, 

He rose to colossal stature in a day of imperiled Union. He 
first appealed, and then commanded, and left the Union secure 
and the Nation supreme. His was a leadership for a great 
crisis made loftier because of the inherent righteousness of his 
cause and the sublimity of his own faith. Washington inspired 
belief in the RepuQ.lic in its heroic beginning, Lincoln proved its 
quality in the heroic preservation. The Old World had won
dered about the New World experiment, and was quite rea.dyto 
proclaim its futility when the Civil War was threatening, but 
Lincoln left the Union unchallenged for all succeeding time. 
Not only was our Nation given a new birth of freedom but 
democracy was given a new sanction by that hand of divinity 
it elf which has written the rights of humankind and pointed 
the way to their enjoyment. 

Abraham Lincoln ewas no superman. Like the great Wash
ington, whose monumental shaft towers near by -as a fit com
panion to the memorial we dedicate to-day, the two testifying 
the grateful love of all Americans to founder and savior-like 
Washington, Lincoln was a very natural human being, with the 
frailties mixed with the >irtues of humanity. There are neither 
supermen nor demigods ·in the government of kingdoms, em
pires, or republics. It will be better for our conception of 
government and its institutions if we will understand this fact. 
It is vastly greater than finding the superman if we justify the 
confidence that our institutions are capable of bringing into 
authority in time of stress men big enough and strong enough 
to meet all demands. 

Washington and Lincoln offered outstanding proof that a 
representative popular government, constitutionally founded, 
can find its own way to salvation and accomplishment. In the 
very beginning our American democracy turned to Washington, 
t.he aristocrat, for leadership in revolution and the greater task 
of founding permanent institutions. The wisdom of Washington 
and Jefferson and Hamilton and Franklin was proYen when 
Lincoln, the child of privation, of hardship, of barren environ
ment and meager opportunity, rose to unquestioned leadership 
when disunion threatened. 

Lincoln came almost as humbly as the Child of Bethlehem. 
His parents were unlettered, his home was devoid of every ele
ment of culture and refinement. He was no infant pi-odigy, no 
luxury facilitated or privilege hastened his development, but he 
had a God-given intellect, a love for work, a willingness to labor, 
and a purpose to succeed. 

Biographies differ about his ambition, but Herndon, who knew 
him as did no other, ays he was greatJy ambitious. I can be
lieve that. Ambition is a commendable attribute, without which 
no mun succeeds. Only inconsiderate ambition imperils. 

Lincoln was modest, but he was sure of himself, and always 
greatly simple. Therein was his appeal to the confidence of his 
country. When he believed he was right a nation believe<l him 
to be right and offered all in his support. 

His work was so colossal, in the face of such discouragement, 
that none will dispute that he was incomparably the greatest 
of our Presidents. He came to authority when the Republic 
was beset by foes at home and abroad, and reestablished union 
and security. He made that gesture of his surpassing generos
ity which began reunion. Let us forget the treachery, corrup
tion, and incompetence with which he had to combat, and recall 
his wisdom, his unselfishness, his sublime patience. He resented 
no calumnies upon himself; he held no man his enemy who had 
the power and will to serve the union, his vision was blinded 
by no jealousy. He took his advisors from among his rivals, 
invoked their patriotism and ignored their plottings. He domi
nated them by the sheer greatness of his intellect, the single
ne s and honesty of his purpose, and made them responsive 
to his hand .for the accomplishment of the exalted purpose. 
Amid it all there was a gentlene s, a kindness, a sympathetic 
sorrow, which suggest a divine intent to blend mercy with 
power in supreme attainment. 

This memorial, matchless tribute that it is, is le S· for Abra
ham Lincoln than for those of us to-day, and for those who 
follow after. His surpassing compensation would have been in 
liYing, to have bis 10,000 sorrows dissipated in the rejoicings 

1 of the succeeding half century. He loved "his boys " in the 
Army, and would have rernled in the great part they played 
in more than a half century of the pursuit of peace and con
cord restored. Ilow he would have been exalted by the chorus 
of tbe Union after " the mystic chords " were " touched by the 
better angel of our nature ., ! How it would comfort his great 
soul to know that the States in the southland join sincerely in 
honoring him, and have twice since his day joined, with all 
the fervor of his own great heart, in defending the flag! - How 
it would soften his anguish to know that the South long since 
came to realize that a vain assassin robbed it of its most sin
cere and potent friend when it was prostrate and stricken, when 

Lincoln's sympathy and understanding would have helped to 
heal the wounds and hide the scars and speed the restoration! 
How with his love -0f freedom and justice this apostle of hu
manity would have found his sorrows tenfold repaid to see the 
hundred millions to whom he bequeathed reunion and na
tionality, giving of their sons and daughters and all their for
tunes to halt the armed march of autocracy and· preserve civili· 
zation, even as he preserved the Union? 

More, how his great American heart would be aglow to note 
how resolutely we are going on, always on, holding to consti· 
tutional methods, amending to meet the requirements of a pro
gressive civilization, clinging to majority rule, properly re
strained, which is " the only true sovereign of a free people," 
and working to the fulfillment of the destiny of the world's 
greatest Hepublic. 

Fifty-seYen years ago this people gave from their ranks, 
sprung from their own fiber, this plain man, hold·ing their com
mon ideals. They gave him first to service of the Nation in 
the hour of peril, then to their Pantheon of Fame. With them 
and by them he is enshrined and exalted forever. 

To-day American gratitude, love, and appreciation give to 
Abraham Lincoln this lone white temple, a Pantheon for him 
alone. 
P,RESIDENT H.A.IlDING'S ADDBE S AT MEMORLl.,L SERVICES TO CONFED

ERATE DEAD. 

Mr. l\IcOORMICK. At the request of the junior Senator from 
.Mississippi [l\lr. HARRISON] I a k unaninrous con9ent to have 
printed in the RECORD in the regular RECORD type the address 
by the President tleliTered at Arlington, Va., on June 5, rn22, on 
the occasion of memorial services to tlle Confederate dead. 

There being no objection, the address was ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD in 8-point type, as follows: 
HABDING .ADDRESSES VETER.ANS OF GRAY AT ARLINGTON JUNE 5, 10:!2, 

The Pre ident of the United States, himself the son of a 
Union veteran, joined with the gray-garbed, gray-haired vet
erans of the Confederacy who stood with bowed heads at the 
gravesides of their comrades in "The Lost Cause," yesterday 
in Arlington Cemetery, and paid their annual tribute of love 
for those who have gone on the last long march. 

BE1'-:EATH ENTWINED DA::-<NERS. 

Standing beneath the stars and bars as they hung close beside 
the Stars and Stripes, President Harding uttered a prayer of 
.gratitude of a reunited Republic that the Nation weathered 
successfully the storms of the great civil struggle to be drawn 
into a more closely riveted Union. 

SPECTACLE SELDOM PARALLELED. 

It was a spectacle seldom paralleled in the history of the 
Nation. Coming as it did in the spring of a year which has 
seen massive memorials dedicated to that great martyr Presi
dent, Abraham Lincoln, who guided the destinies of the Union, 
and to that magnanimous leader of a victorious army, Ulysses 
Simpson Grant, when veterans of the gray stood with veterans 
of the- blue, the annual tribute to the Confederate dead took on 
a deeper significance. 

The act of reunion was completed, for the veterans and the 
sons of the gray stood with the guardian of the fold from which 
they sought to flee, and gave an unqualified pledge of loyalty. 

Pre ident Harding did not hesitate to laud the courage of the 
men who fought for the Confederacy, although he cautioned, 
" I did not mean to say that the Confederacy was right, al· 
though I am glad to say to you that I believe you thought it 
was right." 

The opening words of the President's informal remarks at 
the exercises, at which he first planned to be only a spectator, 
sounded the keynote of the occasion which brought the sons and 
daughters of friend and foe in the great Civil War to the grave
sides of the Confederate . Addressing the gathering as " l\ly 
countrymen all," the President called attention to himself as 
the son of a Union soldier. 

SPIRIT OF LINCOLN RECALLED. 

" Whether I come to-day as the son of a veteran of the Grand 
Army of the Republic," he said, "to bestow a vocal tribute on 
those who perished in the cause they believed to be right, or 
whether I come as President of the United States to speak my 
gratitude to tho~e who have helped to ree tablisb peace and con· 
cord, it matters little." 

The spirit of the martyred Lincoln, whose memory is en· 
shrined fore·n~r in the marble temple that stands across the 
placid Potomac from the great city of the dead, must have 
looked do\'i'n with a feeling of unlimited thanksgiving on his 
successor as he spoke the words which typified the spirit of a 
united and indivisible Nation. "I know their sentiment," he 
declared, "and life is better and sweeter for such feeling and 
such sentiment." 



1922. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-SENATE. 8421 
It remained for the present leader of the Union to formulate 

into articulate speech the tribute higher than which no man can 
give to a former antagonist. "Those who fought for the Con
federacy were as sincere human beings as could be," said Mr. 
Harding. 

TRIBUTE TO so~s .AND DAUGHTERS. 

To their sons and daughters he added a word of tribute. 
"Speaking as the son of one who fought in the Union cause, 
I want to say that I have only gratitude, commendation, and the 
sincerest tribute a man can utter for their sons and daughters 
who have lived in the great aftermath and ably assisted in 
turning disunion into union, turning discored into concord and 
reclaiming for posterity all those things so essenti'al to the wel
fare of this Republic. 

" It is my privilege to see the manifestations of this recon
secration of the Southland. There come to my mind such names 
as dear old Joe Wheeler, whom I saw go to the front to defend 
his country, and Fitzhugh Lee, who headed the first troops that 
entered Havana in the Spanish-American War. And in 
that conflict let me say that we of Anierica were brought into 
complete accord." 

HIS TRIBUTE TO THE GRAY. 

'l'ribute to the spirit of the veterans and sons of the gray 
in turning defeat into rebuilding of the Nation was likewise 
spoken by the President, who declared he wished to pay " the 
greatest tribute to you of the gray," and his tribute was one 
for the man who bore up as a loser. " It is easier to forgive 
and forget if you are on the triumphant side," said !\fr. Hard
ing, "but it takes a bigger heart to forgive and forget if you 
ha Ye gone down to defeat in the lost ca use. I would like to 
see more of this fellowship and comradeship which marks a 
united America." 

Pointing to the frequent evils which grow out of not under
standing the other's viewpoint, l\Ir. Harding applied the lesson 
to the rift in the Union. The discovering Spaniard who visited 
our shores and after touchlng a point, known now to be but 
a short distance inland, went home and said he had explored 
the country entire, he indicated as showing the spirit of lack 
of understanding among peoples. 

BOTH VIEWPOINTS LEAR~ED. 

"In that conflict" he told the Confederate gathering, "we 
learned one another's viewpoint." The President was unable 
to restrain himself from taking occasion to revert to the sight 
which moved him to digress from his address at the dedication 
of the Lincoln l\lemorial, when he called attention to the vet
erans of the blue and the gray wbo joined in honoring the 
martyr President. 

"There I saw flanking the flag these veterans of the gray 
and abreast of them, flanking the flag on the other side, Uie 
veterans of the blue. It was a memorable sight, and it gave a 
little added glory to the flag," he declared. 

There is no more sectionalism, l\fr. Harding declared with 
some emphasis. "Our interests · are interdependent in North, 
South, East, and West," he said. During the time of the war ~e 
pointed out that the Southern phase was largely an economic 
one, and in the North there was but another phase of the same 
situation. 

RECESS. 

Mr. CURTIS. I mov~ that the Senate take a recess, the 
recess being under the order previously entered, until to-morrow 

· at 11 o'clock a. m. 
The motion was agreed to; .and (at 10 o'clock and 15 minutes 

p. m.) the Senate, under the order previously entered, took a 
recess until to-morrow, Friday, June 9, 1922, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

• 
NOMINATIONS. 

Executive nominations received by the Senate June 8 (legisla
tive day of Aprii 20), 1922. 

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Henry M. Holden, of Texas, to be United States attorney, 
southern district of Texas, vice D. E. Simmons, resigned. To 
become effective July 1, 1922. 

UNITED STATE~ MARSHAL. 

James E. McClure, of Illinois, to be United States marshal, 
southern district of IJlinois, vice Vincent Y. Dallman, resigned. 
Effective July 1, 1922. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE REGULAR ARMY. 

To be colonels. 
Lieut. Col. William Elliott, Quartermaster Corps, from May 

2, 1922. 

Lieut. Col. •Andrew Jackson Dougherty, Infantry, from May 
8, 1922. 

Lieut. Col. Oliver Stevens Eskridge, Infantry, from ~fay 10, 
1922. 

To be lieutenant colonels. 
Maj. Charles Keller, Infantry, from May 2, 1922. 
Maj. Howard Russell Smalley; Cavalry, from May 3, 1922. 
Maj. John Scott, Infantry, from May 8

1 
1922. 

Maj. Smith Aaron Harris, Infantry, from May 10, 1922. 
Maj. Noble James Wiley, Infantry, from May 12, 1922. 

To be majors. 
Capt. Irving Howard Engleman, Infantry, from May 2, 1922. 
Capt. William l\I. Cravens, Coast Artillery Corps, from May 3, 

1922. 
Capt. Frederick Joseph de Rohan, Infantry, from May 8, 1922. 
Capt. Frederick Schoenfeld, Quartermaster Corps, from May, 

10, 1922. 
Capt. Earl Jay Dodge, Infantry, from May 11, 1922, subject tg 

examination require9 by law. 
Capt. Arthur Paul Thayer, Cavalry, from May 12, 1922. 

To be capta-ins. 
First Lieut. Leonard Louis Davis, Coast Artillery Corps, frorri 

November 27, 1921. 
First Lieut. Harold Leo Stiebel, Coast Artillery Corps, from 

November 27, 1921. -
}.,irst Lieut. Webster Fletcher Putnam, jr., Coast Artillery; 

Corps, from November 29, 1921. 
First Lieut. Merle Halsey Davis, Ordnance Department, from 

December 1, 1921. 
First Lieut. George Berry Dobyns, Coast Artillery Corps, from 

December 4, 1921. 
First Lieut. Henry Devries Cassard, Coast Artillery Corps, 

from December 4, 1921. 
First Lieut. Edward Hanson Connor, jr., Infantry, from De

cember 9, 1921. 
First Lieut. Neal Creighton, Air Service, from December 10, 

1921. 
First Lieut. George Peter Toft, Quartermaster Corps, . from 

December 11, 1921. 
First Lieut. Alonzo Maning Drake, Air Service, from Decem-

ber 15, 1921. · 
First Lieut. Charles Raymond Melin, Air Service, from 

December 16, 1921. 
First Lieut. Victor Herbert Strahm, Air Service, from D~cem

ber 16, 1921. 
First Lieut. Robert Jesse Whatley, Infantry, from December 

16, 1921. 
First Lieut. Waldo Sebastian Ickes, Finance Department, 

from December 18, 1921. 
First Lieut. Ira Robert Koenig, Air Service, from December 

18, 1921. 
First Lieut. Harry Allen Sanford, Philippine Scouts, from 

December 19, · 1921. 
First Lieut. Earl Wells, Philippine Scouts, from December 

22, 1921. 
First Lieut. Raynor Garey, Field Artillery, from December 

22, 1921. 
First Lieut. Philip Schneeberger, Air Service, from Decem

ber 22, 1921. 
First Lieut. Gouverneur Hoes, Infantry, from December 23, 

1921. 
First Lieut. Victor Schmidt, Coast Artillery Corps, from 

December 24, 1921. 
First Lieut. George Franklin Parris, Air Service, from Decem

ber 24, 1921 . 
First Lieut. Fred Bidwell Lyle, Field Artillery, from Decem

ber 24, 1921. 
First Lieut. Karl Sbaffner Axtater, Air Service, from Decem

ber 25, 1921. 
First Lieut. Clinton Bowen Fisk Brill, Quartermaster Corps, 

from December 26, 1921. 
First Lieut. William Joseph Flood, Air Service, from Decem

ber 28, 1921. 
First Lieut. Francis Dundas Ross, jr., Infantry, from De

cember 28, 1921. 
First Lieut. Frank Edward Monville, Quartermaster Corps, 

from December 30, 1921. 
First Lieut. George Merrill Palmer, Air Service, from Janu

ary 1, 1922. 
First Lieut. Charles Rawlings Cbase, Cavalry, from .Janu

ary 1, 1922. 
First Lieut. Loren Francis Parmley, Cavalry, from Janu

ary 2, 1922. 
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First Lieut. Erle Fletcher Cress, Cavalry, ftom Janu ry 4, 
1922. . 

First Lieut. Lynn Packard Vane, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
January 4, J922. 

First Lieut. John Austin Pixley, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
January 6, 1922. 

First Lieut. Otta larshall, Coast Artillery Corps, from Jan
uary 7, 1922. 

First Lieut. Edwin Cleveland Callicutt, Coast Artillery COrps, 
from January 8, 1922. 

First Lieut. Ray Harrison Green, Quartermaster Corps, 
from Jan nary 9, 1922. 

First Lieut. Hugh Williamson Rowan, Chemical Warfare 
Service, from January 11, 1922. 

First Lieut. Russell William Goodyear, Quartermaster Corps, 
from January 12, 1922. 

First Lieut. Lewis Rinehart Pfoutz Reese, Air Service, 
from January 12, 1922. 

Fir t Lieut. Byron Turner Burt, jr., Air Service, from Janu
ary 15, 1922. 

First Lieut. Earle Gene H'arper, Air Service, from January 
21, 1922. 

First Lieut. Philip Gilstrap Bruton, Corps of Engineers, from 
January 28, 1922. 

F'irst Lieut. Eug-ene Jos~ph l\fbiarelli F'itzGerald, Infantry, 
from January 29, 1922. 

Fir•st Lieut. Charles Earl Whitney, Ordnance Department, 
from January 31, 1922. 

First Lieut. L<>tha August Smith, Air Service, from February 
5, 1922. 

First Lieut. Edward H'igley Goi1ford, Air Service, from Feb
ruary 5, 1922. 

First Lieut. Junius AugUstus Smith, Air Service, from Febru
ary 11, 1922. 

Ij'irst Lieut. William Renry Carthy, Air Service, from Febru
ary 22, 1922. 

First Lieut. Horace Leland Porter, Corps of Engineers, from 
February 22, 1922. 

First Lieut. Arthur Leo Lavery, Coast Artillery COrps, from 
February 22, 1922. 

First Lieut. Ernest Andr~w Thompson, Signal Corps, from 
February 22, 1922. 

First Lieut. William Andrew Gray, Air Service, from Feb
ruary 22, 1922. 

First Lieut. Franz Joseph J'onitz, Quartermaster Corps, from 
February 22, 1922. 

First Lieut. William Valery Andrews, Air Service, from 
February 24, 1922. 

First Lieut. George Stetekluh, Quartermaster Corps, from 
Februlll'Y 24, 1922. 

First Lieut. Frank Marion Barrell, Quartermaster Corps, 
from February 25, 1922. 

First Lieut. Stanton Biggins, Cavalry, from. February 28, 
1922. 

First Lieut. Holden Spear, Quartermaster Corps, from Febru
ary 28, 1922. 

First Lieut. Frank Merrill Bartlett, Air Service, from Feb
ruary 28, 1922. 

First Lieut. Benson Glenwood Scott, 1Neld A.l'tillery, from 
March 2, 1922. 

First Lieut. Redding Francis Perry, Cavalry, from March 
2, 1922. 

Fir. t Lieut. Walter Arthur Metts, jr., Field Artillery, from 
l\farell 2, 1922. 

First Lieut. Frank Camm, Field Artillery, from March 5, 
1922. 

First Lieut. Robert Morgan Burrowes, Infantry, from March 
6, 1922. 

First Lieut. Richard Oscar Bassett, jr., Infantry, from March 
7, 1922, subject to exal1lination required by law. 

First Lieut. Percy Stuart Lowe, Coast Artill~ry Corps, from 
March 9, 1922, 

First Lieut. Lewis Alonzo. Murray, Corps of Engineers, from 
March 12, 1922. 

Ii'irst Lieut. Rene Edward deRussy, Coast Artillery Corps, 
from March 14, 1922. 

First Lieut. Marion Gardner Putnam, jr.1 Air Service, from 
Ma1'ch 23, 192'2. 

First Lieut. Clyde Grady, Infantry, from March 27, 1922. 
First Lieut. Walter Drake Williams, Air Service, from March 

29, 1922. 
First Lieut. Wilfiam Henry Payne. Quartermaster Corps, 

from March 29, 1922. 

First Lieut. Thomas Tilson Conway, Infantry, from .April 
1, 1922. 

First Lieut. Edgar Ambrose Jarman, Infantry, from April 
2, 1922. 

First Lieut. Regeon Victor Love, Coast Artillery Corps, from 
April 4, 1922. 

First Lieut. Svening Johannes Bang, Cavalry, from April 
5, 1922. 

First Lieut. Allan Sheldon Willis, Infantry, from April 6, 1922. 
APPOINTMENTS, BY TRANSFER, IN THE :{tEGULAR ARMY. 

FIELD ARTILLERY. 

. First Lieut Frederick Brenton Porter, Infantry, with rank 
from March 2, 1920. 

First Lieut. Clark Hazen Mitchell, Infantry, with rank from 
Octobel' 9, 1919. 

First Lieut. Thomas Francis Hickey, Infantry, with rank 
from July 1, 1920. 

CONFIRMATIONS. 

Ewecutive norWinations confirmed by the Senate June 8 (legisla.
tive da1J of Apr.a 20), 1922. 

COAST AND GEODETIC SURVEY. 

Angus Raymond Jessup to be aid, with relative rank ot 
ensign ill the Navy. 

POSTMASTERS. 

ARKANSAS. 

Guy H. Langley, Monette. 
James A.. Skipper, England. 
Alice R. Beard, Gentry. 
Walter G. Baker, Peach Orchard. 

FLORIDA. 

William Il. l\fay, Tallahassee. 
INDIAN.A. 

Hugh .A. Fenter3, Macy. 
Clarence E. Sparling, Osgood. 

KENTUCKY, 

Luther P. Maxey, Adairville. 
Leonard J. Hammel, Bonfiym.an. 
Ward H. Metcalfe, Brooksville. 
Harvey H. Pherigo, Clay City. 
Carl H. Boone, Leitchfield. 
Tom H. Brown, :.Millersburg. 
Zephaniah Harrel, Rockport. 

MAINE. 

George W. Hopkin, Howland. 
Carroll H. Clark, Ogunquit. 
Cynthia R. Clement, Seal Harbor. 

MASSAdl'.IUSE'l'TS. 

Harry E. Gaylord, 1Iadley. 
MISSISSIPPI. 

Ellen V. Montgomery, Potts Camp. 
Benson L. Myers, West Point. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

Luther J. Tucker, Maxton. 
Chester C. Lord, Montreal. 

SOUTH CAROLINA. 

Andrew L. Dick on, Calhoun Falls. 
Samuel W. Parks, Fort Mill. . 

TENNESSEE. 
John B. Elliott, Athens. 
John V. Allmon, Gleason. 
Link Monday, Kimberlin Heights. 
J°acob L. Shoun, Kingsport. 
John S. Wisecarver, Mohawk. 
l\Iasie F. Patterson, Woodbury. 

WEST VIRGINIA. 

Harvey A. Henderson, Minden. 
Edward E. Reyburn, Vivian. 

REJECTION. 
Executive nomination rejected by the Senate June 8 (legislati-ve 

day of April 20), 19~. 

• POSTMASTER. 

Benjamin J. Mixson to be postmaster at Orangeburg, S. C. 
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HOUSE OF REPR.ESENTATIVES. 

THURSDAY, June 8, 19~2. 
The House met at 12 o'clock noon and was called to <lrder 

by l\fr. W .ALSH, Speaker pro tempore. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera Montgomery, D. D., offered 

the following prayer : 
Our heavenly Father, Thou art God who dwells in the in

:finite strength of divine love. We thank Thee that it is Tb:y 
nature to come to the help of Thy earthly children. Interpret 
unto us again Thy ways of righteousness and truth. We bless 
Thee that Thy mercy is big enough to cover all sin, to heal all 
wounds, and to comfort all sorrow. The Lord bless our coun
try. May we be a united people-the very right arm of our 
Government. In this hour, with problems affecting the wel
fare of all and questions ·Shaping the future of the Republic, 
0 give great wisdom to our President and all associated with 
him in authority, and bestow calm judgment and broad charity 
to guide the great work committed to their care. In Thy name. 
Amen. 

The Journal of the pro-ceedings of yesterday was read and ap
proved. 

LEA VE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. HENRY, by unanimous consent, was gtven leave of ab

sence for two days, on account of important business. 
MESSAGE. FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles : 

H. R. 11646. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge 
across the Ohio River near Steubenville, Ohio; and 

H. R.11407. An act to ameoo an act entitled "An act for the 
retirement of employees in the classified civil service, and for 
other purposes," approved May 22, 1920. 
JOURNAL OF THE FIFTY-SIXTH NATIONAL · ENCAMPMENT, GRAND 

ARMY OF THE REPUBLIC. 

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker, I offer a privileged resolution 
from the Committee on Printing. 

The Clerk read as follows: . 
House Concurrent Resolution 36 (Rept. 1074). 

Resolved, etc., That there shall be printed as a House document 
1,500 copies ot the journal of the FUty~sixth Nationa.l Encampment 
of the Grand Army of the Republic for th~ year 1922, not to exceed 
$1,700 in cost, with ilhlstrations, 1,000 copies of which shall be for 
the use of the House and 500 copies for the use of the 8€nate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
EMPLOYEES OF THE ALIEN PROPERTY CUSTODIAN. 

Mr. KIESS. Mr. Speaker,! present the following privileged 
resolution. 

Tbe Clerk read as follows: 
Honse Concurrent Resolution 59 (Rept. 1075). 

Resolved by the Ho-use of Reiwesentative& (the Senate con.curring), 
That there shall be printed 8,000 addit1011al copies of Senate. Docu
ment No. 181, Sixty-seventh Congress, entitled "A letter of the Alien 
Property Custodian Transmitting a Report Showing the Names of All 
Persooo Employed by the Alien Property Custodian," of" which 1,000 
copies shall be for the use of the Senate docu.m<lnt room and 2,000 
copies for the House document room. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the resolution. 

Tbe resolution was agreed to. 
sunSTITUTE TELEPHONE OPERATOR. 

Mr. A. P. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com
mittee on Accounts I present the following privileged resolu
tion. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
House Resolution 359 (Rept, 1076). 

ResoZ1;ed, That ther e shall be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the House, from April 22, 1922, and durtng the remainder of the 
pr esent fiscal year, compensation not aceeding the rate of $2.50 per 

, diem for the services o! a substitute telephone operator. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 

to the resolution. 
l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. My attention was distracted 

for the moment, will the gentleman from Wisconsin state 
what this is ? 

Mr. A. P. NELSON. There has been app:ro1>riated each year 
$500 for the purpose of hiring extra telephone service. That 
bas been exhausted and it is uecessary t-0 provide approxi
mately $175 additional in order to make provision for the 
payment of the substitute telephone operators to .July 1, 1922. 

Mr. HICKS. Is this to take care of the vacation period? 

Mr. A. P. NELSON. No; it is to put an operator in the 
place cxf those who are sick and must have substitutes to take 
tl1eir places. The annual appropriation of $500 is not su!
ficient to take care of the unusual sick list of this year, and 
this additional amount o! about $175 is necessary to carry us 
to July 1 of the current year. 

Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman yield7 
l\lr. A. P. NELSON. Yes. I will yield. 
Mr. GARNER. This is the first resolution of this character 

that has been necessary, because the $500 has been sufficient 
heretofore to pay the substitutes. I presume if they do not 
have as much sickness next year this extra amount will not 
then be necessary. 

Mr. A. P. NELSON. That is the understanding of the com
mittee. 

l\fr. GARNER. Has the chief telephone operator recom
mended the passage of this bill? 

Mr. A. P. NELSON. Yes; and it is the unanimous report of 
the committee. I wish to say further that the telephone oper
ators are giving most excellent service, endeavoring to make 
it as far as possible under the conditions a service of real 
efficiency. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
LYDIA SHORT. 

l\fr. A. P. ·NELSON. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Com
mittee on Accounts I present the following privileged resolution: 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Honse Resolution 3-02 (Rept. 1077). 

Resolfjed, That there shall be paid, out of the contingent fund of 
the House, to Lydia Short, widow <>f Levi E. Short, late an employee 
of the House ot Representatives, a sum equal to six months of his 
compensation as said employee, and an additional amount, not exceed
ing $250, to defray the expenses of the funeral of said Levi E. Short. 

Mr. A. P. NELSON. Mr. Speaker, this resolution is the cus
tomary resolution recommended by the committee on the death 
of an employee. I yield to the gentleman from New York [l\1r. 
l\.fAcGREGoB]. 

1\fr. :MACGREGOR. Jlr-lr. Speaker, this resolution has refer
ence to the funeral expenses and death of an employee of the 
House. Perhaps many of you knew Levi Short. He was on 
the old soldiers' roll and had been upon one of the doors of 
the House for many years. He served in the Civil War, enlist
ing prior to the attainment of his majority, going into the 
service at the age of 16, running away from home for the pur
pose of enlistment. With the consent of the House, I would 
like to place in the RECORD a few words with reference to his 
service to his country. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. . 
Mr. J\.!AcGREGOR. Mr. Speaker, Levi E. Short, who has 

been for many years on the soldiers' roll of the House of Rep
resentatives, has answered the final roll call and taps have been 
sounded at the end of a useful and worthy life. 

He was one of the fast-thinning ranks of the boys in blue 
who answered the trumpet call of duty in '61, and his life 
history was typical of the young men of those days of strife 
and turmoil. 

He was the youngest of the family, a lad of 16, at school. 
His father and brother were in the Army at the front, and his 
mother clung to the one remaining man child of the family 
with all of a mother's devotion, and pleaded · with him to stay 
with her when the restless urge of the day stirred patriotic 
longings in his boyish breast. 

He finally enlisted but, as he was a minor, his mother haled 
her boy back from the camp and sent him back to school. 

He tried to obey, but the 0 battle cry of freedom " proved 
stronger than a mother's pleadings and he left sehool one day 
at recess, leaving his books on his desk, went down the river 
and enlisted under an assumed name. 

He was but a lad of 16, but in less than a week he had 
joined his regiment at the front, the old " Fighting One hun
dredth Infantry of New York," and before two weeks in the 
Army, with no drill nor camp pi·eparation, he was in bat tle 
and served to the end of the war. 

After the war he settled down in Buffalo, N. Y., and was 
prominent in the strenuous political battles of the pe1iod right 
after the Civil War. He came to Washington a score of years 
ago with Colonel Alexander and has remained here ever since. 

He was always active in behalf of his comrades and had 
become an expert in pension matters, so much so that veterans 
not only from his home town but from all parts of the country 
wrote to him for · advice, aid, and counsel, and he was ever 
ready to aid a. stricken comrade or a comrade's widow. 

... 
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So be lived his simple, kindly life. To help a friend, to 
succor a comrade, was his greatest joy. A devoted husband 
and a tender, solicitous father, he was a splendid example of 
that noble type we call an "American citizen." 

And now he sleeps the last sleep with the comrades that have 
gone before. A well-rounded life, full of honor, has ended. 
The loyal friend of those who knew him, the trusty comrade 
of his war-time pals, the wise counsellor of a host of younger 
men the husband and the father, bas gone ahead leaving a 
me~ory fragrant with love and full to the brim of all that is 
noble and pure in humanity. May the soul of Levi Short rest 
in peace. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
LOAN OF COTS, ETC., TO AMERICAN LEGION. 

1\lr. JA1\1ES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of H. J. Res. 343, authorizing the Secre
tary of War to loan cots, mattresses, and blankets for the use 
of the American Legion at the Michigan State encampment to 
be held at Iron Mountain, Mich, in July, 1922. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of B. J. 
Res. 343. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Resolved, et.c., That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, au

thorized to loan to thp executive committee of the Amel'ican Legion at 
Iron Mountain, Mich., having in charge the arrangements for the State 
encampment of said order, to be held in Iron Mountain, Mich., in July, 
1922. such blankets, mattl'e es, and cots as may be required at said 
meeting: Pro1:id ed, That no expense shall be causro the lJnited States 
G<>vPrnment by the delivel'y and return of such property. the same to 
be delivered to said executive committee at Iron Mountain,' l\fich., at 
such time prior to the date of such meeting as may be agreed upon by 
the Secretary of War and the chairman of said executive committee: 
Pt·ovided furtherl That the Secretary of War shall, before delivering 
such property, tRKe from the said chairman of said executive committee 
a ~ood and sufficient bond for the safe return of said property in good 

_ order and condition, the whole transaction to be without expense to the 
Government of the United States of .America. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, is 

this a unanimous report from the committee? 
l\Ir. JAMES. It is. 
}Jr. GARNER. This is in the establi herl or regular form of 

resolutions authorizing the use of blankets, and so forth, by the 
various soldier organizations throughout the country? 

1\Ir. JAMES. Yes. 
1\Ir. GA.RNER. Then if I understand this, this will probably 

be the established policy of Congress whenever a State legion 
has an encampment in any one of the States of the Union. Con
gress will pass a joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of 
War to furnish them with cots, blankets, and so forth, under 
certain limitations such as this re olution provides. 

Mr. JA!tIES. I do not know about the policy in the future, 
but our committee has reported out quite a few resolutions 
worded just as this is. 

Mr. GARNER. Has the gentleman's committee ever declined 
to report any resolution where a State legion or the G. A. R. 
or other regular soldiers' organizations have asked for it? 

i\Ir. JAMES. It has not. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres

ent consideration of the resolution? 
There wa no objection. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the engros -

ment and third reading of the House joint resolution. 
The joint resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a 

third time, was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. JAMES, a motion to reconsider the vote 

by which the joint resolution was passed was laid on the table. 
FIXING STANDARD SIZES FOR FRUIT AND VEGETA.BLE .BASKETS, ETC. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a previous order en
tered, the bill (H. R. 7102) to fix standards for hampers, round 
stave baskets, and splint baskets for fruits and vegetables, and 
for other purposes, is in order to-day, and the Chair will recog
nize the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. VESTAL] to move that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the consideration of that bill. 

Mr. QUIN. l\Ir. Speaker, I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Missis
sippi makes the point of order that there is no quorum present. 
It is clear that there is no quorum present. 

l\fr. MONDELL.· Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Doorkeeper will close the 

rtoors, and the Sergeant at Arms will bring in absentees. The 
Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed 
to answer to their names: 
.Anderson Dunn Kline, N. Y. Sabath 
Andrew, Mass. Ed·nonds Kni~ht Sanders, Ind. 
Ansorge Evans Kreider Sanders, N. Y. 
Arentz Faust Kunz Schall 
Bankhead l.f'enn Larson, Minn. Sears 
Beck Fess Lineberger Shreve 
Bell Fields Linthicum Sinclair 
Black Fi'!her Longworth Smith, Mich. 
Bland, Ind. Fitzgerald Luc~ Smithwick 
Blanton Focht Luhring Snyder 

~~!~~an ~~r~~ey klc~~intic ~~=~~~~ 
Britten Frear McFadden Steenerson 
Brooks. Pa. Free . McPherson Stevenson 
Burdick Freeman Maloney Stiness 
Bm·ke Fuller Mann Stoll 
Burtnes. Funk Mansfield Strong. Pa. 
Butler Gallivan Merritt Sullivan 
Cantrill Glynn Michaelson Sumners. Tex. 
Carter Goodykoontz Miller Swank 
Chandler, N. Y. Gould Moore, Ill. Sweet 
Clark, Fla. Graham, Ill. Morin Taylor, A..rk. 
Classon Griffin Mudd Taylor, Colo. 
Cockran Harrison Nelson , J.M. Taylor, Tenn. 
Codd Haug~n Nolan Temole 
Cole, Iowa Hawes Padgett Ten Eyck 
Connell Hays Paige Tilson 
Connolly, Pa. Henry Park, Ga. Treadway 
Cooper. O!lio Hill Parker, N. J. Tyson 
Cooper, Wis. Hooker Parks, .Ark. Upshaw 
Copley Hudspeth Patterson, N. J. Vare 
Coughlin Hutchin on Perldns Yin. on 
Crowther Irel and Perlman Voigt 
Curry Jefferis, Nebr. Porter Volk 
Darrow Johnson, S. Dak. Rainey, .Ala. Ward, N. Y. 
Dans, Minn. Kahn RanRley Wason 
Dempsey Kelley, Micb. Rayb urn Weaver 
Dickinson Kennedy Reber "\\'ins low 
Doughton Kindred Rhodes Wood, Ind. 
Drane Kinkaid Riordan Woodyard 
Drewry Kitchin . Robsiou Wurzbach 
Driver Kleczka Rou e Yates 

Mr. VEST.AL. Mr. Speaker, I mo,~e to dispense wifh further 
proceedings under the cal1 . 

The question was taken; and on a division ( <lemanded by l\lr. 
QUIN) tbere were-ayes 132, noes 13. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 

demands the yeas and nays. Those in favor of taking the vote 
by the yeas and nays will rise and stand until counted. [After 
counting.) Five Members have risen, not a sufficient number, 
and the yeas and nays are refused. 

Mr. QUIN. l\lr. Speaker, I make the point of order that there 
is no quorum present. 

Mr. HICKS. l\1r. Speaker, I make the point of order that that 
is dilatory. The roll has just been calleil and disclosed the pres
ence of a quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will state that it does 
not requjre a qnorum to dispense with further proceedings under 
the call. • 

l\1r. QUIN. Mr. Speaker, I appeal from the decision of the 
Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
appeals from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall 
the decision of the Chair stand as the decision of the House. 

Tlie question was taken, and there were-ayes 146, noes 1. 
So the decision of the Chair stood as the decision of the House. 
So the motion to dispense with further proceedings under the 

call was agreed to. 
The doors were opened. 
Mr. VEST.AL. l\1r. Speaker, I move that the Bou e resolve 

itself jnto the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 7102, 
the basket bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
QUIN) there were-ayes 116, noes 13. 

Mr. QUIN. l\fr. Speaker, I make the point of order that there 
is no quorum present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 
makes the point of order that there is no quorum present. The 
Chair will count. [After counting.] One hundred and eighty
two Members present, not a quorum. The Doorkeeper will clo e 
the doors, the Sergeant at Arms will bring in absentees, and the 
Clerk ,n_n call the roll. The question is on the motion of the 
gentleman from Indiana that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
further consideration of the bill H. R. 7102. 

The question was taken; and there were-yeas 197, nays 5G, 
answered " present " 1, not voting 176, as follows: 

Ackerman 
.Andrews, Nebr. 
Anthony 
Appleby 
Atkeson 

Bacharach 
Barbour 
Beedy 
Begg 
Benham 

YEA.S-197. 
Bird 
Bixler 
Blakeney 
Bland , Va. 
Bond 

Bowers 
Brooks. Ill . 
Brown, Tenn. 
Browne, Wi.\i. 
Burdick 
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Burroughs 
Burton 
Cable 

Gxeene, Mllss. 
Greene, Vt. 
Griest 
Hadley 
Hammer 
Hardy, Colo. 
Ha.Qgen 
Hawes 
Haw1eF 
Hayden 
Her.rlck 
Hersey 
Hick~y 
Himes 

Luhring Rohert n 
McCcrmick Ro.den berg 
McDuffie Rogers 

Campbell, !Kans. 
Campbell, Pa. 
Carew 

McKenzie Rose 

Chalniers 
Obandl:er, Okla. 
ChJ.ndb1om 
Christopher on 
Clague 

.McLaughlin, Mich.Rosenbloom 
McLaughlin, Nebr.Ryan 
McLaughlin, Pa. SebaTI 
'MacGregor Seott, Mich. 
Madd~n Shaw 
Magee .Shelton 
Man!dield Ste gel 

Clarke, N. Y. 
Clo.use 

:M3;11es Sinnott 
.Mead Smith, Idaho 

Cole, Ohio 
Collins 

-:Micllener nan 

Colton 
Hoch 
Hudd:lesto.n 
Hukr.iede 
Hull 
Humphre~a 
tHusted 
J.nmes 
Kearns 
Keller 

Millspaugh 'Speaks 
.Mon dell Spr.o:ul 

Cea go 
Cram ton 

l\Io.ntague Steenerson 
111ontoya Stephens 
Moore, Oh.io Strong, Kans. 
Moores, l.Jld. -Summers, W.ash. 

Cullen 
Curry 
Dale 
Dalllnger 
Denison 

Mor:an Swing 
'M.urphy ~ague 

Dowell 
'Nelson, Me. Taylor, N. J. 
Nelson, A. P. Thompson 

Dunbar 
Byer 

Kelly, Pa. 
Kendall 
Ketcham 
Ki06S 

Newton_, M.inn. Tlmb.erlake 
Newton, 'Mo. Tincher 

Edmono,s 
Elllott 

Nortoo Tinkham 

Ellis 
KiJJ$ O'Brien T°'wner 

Fairchild 
Fairfield 

Kir kpa.ttl ck 
Kissel 
Kleczka 
Kline, Pa. 
Knutsun 
Kopp 

Ogden Valle 
Osbn.rne Vestal 

F:L"lh 
'Parlller, N. 'Y. iVoJ.stead 
Bart~rson, iMo. Walters 

F.ree Petersen Watson 
French 
Frothingham 
F1ulmer 

Kraus 
r,ampert 
La.-wrenc.e 
Layton 

PI"ingey Webster 
Purnell 'White, Kans. 

Gahn 
'Radci.Ufe White, 1le. 

Garner 
B.aine_y, ill. Williams, Ill. 
'Raker Williamson 

Uar.cett, Tenn. 
Uensman 
Gernet:d 
Goldsborough 
Gorman 
Graham, Pa. 
Green, Iowa 

Lea, 'Cali1. 
Leatherwoo.d 
Lee, Ga. 

'Reece Wooclrllif 
R-eed, iN. Y. Wyant 
Reed, W. Va. Young 

Lee, N~ Y. 
Lehlbach 
Lj>"'an 
Lowrey 

..Rhodes Zihlman 

Almon 
.A:swell 
Barkley 
Bowling 
Box 
Brand 
Buchanan 
Bulwinkle 
Byrnes, S. C. 
:Byrns, Tenn. 
Collier 
Connally, Tex. 
Crisp 
DaVlS, Tenn. 

Ricketts 
Riddick 
Roach 

NAYS-55. 
Dominick Lankford 
Dup-r~ Larsen, Ga • 
Echols Lazar:o 
Fa:vrot London 
Garrett, Tex. Mcswain 

·Gilbert Ma1"tln 
Hardy, Tex. Moore, Va. 
Jacoway O'Cromo.r 
Jeffers, Ala. Oldfield 
J.-ohnson, Ky. Oliver 
J.ohnson, Miss. -Overst~et 
Jones, Tex. Pou 
Kincheloe Qnin 
La.nllam Rankin 

ANSW1i1B.lilD "PRIE.S.IDNT "-1. 
McArthur 

NO~' VOTIN<S-176J 
Anderso.n Evans · La~ey 
.Andrew, Mass. F.a ust Larson_ Minn. 
A-nsorge Fenn Lineberger 
Aren~ Fess Ltnthicum 
Bankhead Fields Little 
Reck Fisher Longwor,th 
Bell Fitzgerald Luce 
Black F.ocht L:¥on 
Bland, Ind. Fordney McClintic 
Blanton Fo.ster McF.adden 
Boies Frear McPherson 
Brennan Freeman Maloney 
Briggs Fuller Mann 
Britten Funk Merritt 
Brooks, Pa. Gallivan Michaelson 
Bunk-e Glynn .Miller 
Burtness Goodyko.ontz Mills 
Butler Gould .Moore, DI. 
Cannon Graham, Ill. Morin 
Can tr.ill ·Griffin Mott 
Carter Harrison Mudd 
ChandlP.r, N. Y. Hays .Nelso.n,.J. M. 
Clark, Fla. Henry Nolan 
ClasS-On Hicks Olpp 
Cockran Bill Padgett 
Codd Hogan Paige 
Cole, Iowa Hooker Park, Ga. 
Connell Hudspeth .Parker, N . .J. 
Connolly Pa. Hutchinson Parks, Ark. 
Cooper, Ohio Ireland Patterson, N. J. 
Cooper, Wis. Jefferis, Nebr. Perkins 
Copley Johnson, S. Dak. PerJman 
'Coughlin Johnson, Wash. Porter 
Crowther Jones, Pa. !Rainey, Ala. 
Darrow Kahn Ramseyer 
Da-vis, l\linn. Kelley, Mi-ch. iR&nsley 
De.al Kennerly Rayburn 
Dem\)sey Kindred Reber 
Diekmson Kinkaid Riordan 
Doughton Kitchin Robslon 
Di:ane Kline, N. Y. R.ossdale 
Dr wr-y Knight _Rouse 
Dri:ver Kreider :5a.ba.th 
Dunn Kunz Sanders, Ind. 

·so the motion was agxeed to. 
The Ole:rk announced the following ,pairs : 
Until .f_ur.ther notice : 
Mr. Stines.s ;with M-r. McClintic. 
Mr. Kahn with Mr. Cantrill~ 

Rucker 
Sanders, Te:i:. 
-8andlin 
Steagall 
Sumners, Tex. 
Thomas 
Tillman 
Tucker 
Ward, N. C. 
Wilson 
Wingo 
Wise 
Woods, V.a. 

Sanders, N. :Y • 
Scott, 'llellll. 
Sears 
Shreve 
Sinclair 
Sisson 
Slem 
Smi~, 'Mich. 
Smithwick 
Snyder 
Stafford 
Stedman 
.Stevenson 
Stiness 
Stoll 
·strong, Pa. 
·-S.ullivan 
Swank 
Sweet 
Ta~lor, Ark. 
Taylor, .Coli:i. 
Taylo.r, Tenn. 
Temple 
Ten Ey~k 
Tils<m 
Tneadway 
Ty on 
Underhill 
Upshaw 
Va re 
Vinson 
Voigt 
Volle 
Ward, N. Y. 
·wa-son 
Weaver 
Wheeler 
Willia:ms, Tex. 
Winslow 
Wood, Ind. 
Wood;vard 
W1:ight 
Wurzbacb 
Yates 

Mr. T-rea.dway -with Mr. Cockran. 
Mr. Miller with Mr. Fisher. 
M-r. Paige with Mr. Sullivan. 
Mr. Sanders of Indiana with Mr. Driver. 
l\fr. Kiilliledy -with Mr. Gallhan. 
Mr. Larson of Minnesota with l"r. Ste.venson. 
Mr. Fess with Mr. Rayburn. 
Mr. Burtness with llli:. Br.i.ggs. 
l\11'. Funk ith Mr. Padg-ett. 
Mr. !llichaelson !With l\fr. BelL 
Mr. Rossdfile with Mr. Dong:bton. 
Mr. Burke -with Mr. ·Smithwick . 
Mr. M-orin with Mr. Vinson. 
ML Fitzgerald with li1r. Hooker. 
Mr:. Robsion with 1\fr. Linthicum. 
Mr. OJ.pp with Mr. Wright. 
Mr. Hutchinson 'With Mr. Swank. 
fu'. Glynn with Mr. Drewry. 

M:T. Henry <\Vith Mr. Bankhead. 
Mr. iPetltins with Mr. Park .of Georgia. 
Mr. Dickin.s.gn with l\fr. iDeru. 
1\Ir. Johnson of Washington with Mr. Fields. 
Mr. Kline of New Yto.rk with Mr. Gritfin. 
Mr. Vare with Mr. Kitchin. 
Mr. :St~ong of Pennsylvania with Mr. Black. 
-1\lr. :llnsorge with Mr. Garter. 
Mr. Langley with Mr. Cla-:rk of Florida. 
·Mr. Fenn with Mr. Ten Eyck. 
!Mr. ·Krieder with :Mr. Harrison. 
Mr. Yates with i\!r. ·Kunz. 
Mr. Lineberger w.ith Mr. Lyon . 
Mr. Temple with Mr. Williams of Texas. 
Mr. Frear with :Mr. ·Tyson. 
.Mr. Cooper l()f Ohio with Mr. Upshaw. 
i\Ir. Fuller with Mr. Drane. 
Mr. Coughlin with Mr. Stoll. 
Mr. • Tolan with Mr. Riordan. 
Mr. Knight with 'Mr. Sears. 
Mr. Winslow with 1-fr. Taylor of Color.ado. 
Mr. 'Parker of New Jersey with Ur . . Sabath. 
Mr. !Beck with Mr. Blanton. 
Mr. Evans with l\1r. Sisson. 
Mr. Patte:rson Qf N.ew Je~se:v with 1\.Ir. W~eaver. 
Mr. McPherson with Mr. Taylor of Arkansas. 
Mr. Hicks with 1\Ir. Hudspeth. 
:Mr. Davis 0f 1M1nnesota with Mr. Kindred. 
1\fr. Cgdd with 'Mr. Rainey of Alabama. 
·The r,esult of the vote was announced 1ru1 above :recorded. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. A quo-rum is l)reseut ; tbe D or· 

keeper will open the doors. The ayes have at, arul the House 
ac<?ordingLy resolv:ed itself into the .Committee ,of the Whole 
Honse on the ·state .of the Union for the eonsideration of the 

· !bill H. 'R. ~102, and tbe gentleman from New York [Mr. HICKS] 
:will take the chair. 

!Accordingly the House resolved itself :into the Committee of 
the Whole House ·on the state of the 'liJnion fur the further 
consideration of the bill H. R. 7102., with 1\fr. HrCK:s in the 
chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the 'Union tor the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 7102, which the Olerk -will 1:eport 1by titl.e. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
-A bill (H. R. 7102) to fix stan<lards for hampe'l's, TOund-stave bask.et.s, 

and splint baskets far fruits and v~etablel'J, and 1'.or oth-er ;purpos-es. 
The CHAIRMAN. When the bill was considered -some time 

_ago we had :finished the readmg of a certain :portion of the bill. 
.Nothlng is pending, and the Clerk will 1-ead. 

Mr. ;roNES .of Texas. Mr. Chai!rma:n, I offer R!ll amendment. 
Page ,6, strike .out subsection A .of section .3. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment, -which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 6, line 24, strike out subsectiP.n IA. of ·section 3. 
Mr. VESTAL. .l\fr. Chairman, 1 make the point -0f OTde-r that 

there was no amendment pending at the time that - ection 3 vai3 
read, and we 'had finished !reading {;ection 3 when we adjom1ned, 
but ~there w.as ·n-0 amendment pending. 

l\1r . .JONES of Texas. I desire to say in answer to the gen· 
tleman that ·sITTTeral of us w.er,e -trying to secure oocognition when 
the gentleman having the bill in charge was recognized to Ill()Y~ 
that the committee rise. The .Cle1~k ihad mot .sta1'ted to read sec· 
tion 4, and ;section 3 is :pending bef.ore the committee, and 
there were three or four Members on their f.eet seeking 
reoognition. 

Tbe CHAIRMAN. The Chair feels in :view .of the fact tba t 
the committee rose without opportunity having properly been 

. 
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given to offer an amendment that the amendment is in order 
and overrules the point of order. 

Mr . VESTAL. I think the gentleman is right-that he was 
on his feet. 

l\Ir. MONDELL. l\Ir. Chairman, I rise in opposition to the 
amendment of the gentleman from Texas. 

I t hink the.re is some ground for argument against the es
tablishment of uniform standards of measures. 

There is some ground for argument against the establish
ment of these standards, but I think there is much more ground 
for argument in favor of the establishment of standards in the 
interes t of the producer and in the interest of the consumer; 
and let me suggest to my friend from Texas that if we are to 
have tandards, of course they must be accurate standards, 
and they must be defined to a subdivision of an inch. You can 
not get a way from that. If we are to have standards at all they 
mu t be .,t andards that are defined accurately. 

But I did not rise particularly, Mr. Chairman, to discuss the 
amendment; it was to call to the attention of the l\Iembers of 
the House the fact that it looked for a time this morning as 
t hough we were on the verge of a single-handed, personally con
ducted fil ibuster. 

l\Ir. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
yield for a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. In just a moment. The gentleman from 
Texa s who has just ri en is not conducting that filibuster, and 
ha. no part in it. He is in good faith discu sing the bill and 
i t p rorisions. But I think, in view of the fact that it looks 
a s though there was a filibuster on the horizon, it i the duty 
o f all those on both sides who are in favor of the establish
me-nt of proper standards to remain here and keep a quorum 
i n the committee. There may be differences of opinion as to 
the provision of the bill, and I am sure that the Member of 
th Hou e will gi're careful consideration to amendments that 
are offered and proposals of modification. But I am s ure that 
we a re all interested in having these que tions settled one way 
or a nother, and the only way we can do that is b y maintaining 
a quorum. by being here until this mea ·ure shall have been 
d i.., po. ed of in accordance with the best judgment of the House. 
I \Vant to appeal to gentlemen to remain, so that should there 
be a d~spo ·ition to filibuster, that disposition may be discour
aged. 

1\Ir. JOl'l"ES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, ·wm the gentleman 
yield? 

l\Ir. MONDELL. If I have the time I will yield. 
Mr. JONES of Texas. I thoroughly agree with the gentle

man that the standards should be accurately measu1·ed. I do 
not object to measurements of one-hundredth of an inch , but 
what I object to is that a man is not permitted to sell in any 
other container than those particular measures. 

l\Ir. MONDELL. I think there is some ground of argument 
in favor of allowing the producer to sell in a variety of hapes, 
providing the content be the same. But the difficulty about 
that is that you leave the door open to fraud by inviting a 
multiplicity of containers. The purchaser can never be very 
certain just what he is purchasing unless you have some 
st andards. 

T he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Wyoming 
ha expired. 

l\Ir. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman', I rise to oppose the amend
ment of the gentleman from Texas [l\Ir. Jol\"TES). I think the 
gentleman is mistaken in what this bill purports to do, in the 
:fir. t place. This bill does not purport to do anything except 
to establish standards by which the people of the country
and he says he talks for the American people-by which the 
. people of the country will not be deceived as they have been 
deceived for years past. As a matter of fact , in the city of 
Cincinnati within the last two or three months more than 60 
people have been arrested for using deceptive measures in 
tha t city. 

Now, what we propose to do here is to make a general stand
ard, o that there can be no opportunity for anybody who wants 
to do an honest business to deceive. Now, the gentleman from 
Texas says the measurements are brought down within a frac
tion of an inch. Of course, we make the standard that way, but 
there are tolerances so that no one who fails to come within half 
an inch is going to be prosecuted. This bill provides for 
tolerances. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. It provides that there may be toler-
ances. 

Mr. VESTAL. It provides that the Secretary of Agriculture 
shall fix tolerances. Of course, there will be tolerances. The 
gentleman knows that. This bill is not supposed to be so framed 
that a man who violates a measurement within half an inch is 
going to be prosecuted. 

And another thing: This bill puts the burden on the manu
facturers of the country. They are all in favor of it. They 
are anxious to have a standard. They are anxious to do this. 
If we make it unlawful to manufacture other than the standard 
sizes set out in the bill, there can be no complaint by the pur
chaser. He does not have to pay more for the standard basket. 
There is no royalty on these baskets. Anybody can manufacture 
these baskets who wants to. If a man is_ going to sell fruits or 
vegetables in a market be has to use a standard basket. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. You require that he can only use a 
certain kind of basket. 

l\fr. VESTAL. If he wants to sell in the market he ought to 
sell in a standard basket, and I will say to the gentleman that 
the legislature of his State passed an act similar to this one. 

l\Ir. JONES of Texas. Perhaps it was based on it. 
Mr. VESTAL. Yes ; and the law of the gentleman's own 

State will not permit any but a standard basket to come into 
the State. 

Kow, why not by Federal statute make a standard whereby 
the consumer will not be deceived by short-weight baskets? 
That is the whole proposition. Nobody who wants to do an 
honest business "7ill be hurt. It is only the fellow who wants 
to do a dishonest business who will be hurt. 

Mr. JOl\TES of Texas. The gentleman says that under the 
law passed a littre while ago-the unfilled basket law-they 
have been arrested. Why is not that law sufficient? 

Mr. VESTAL. You are having different standards in differ
ent States probably. Let us ba-rn one Federal standard all over 
the United States, so that the man or the woman who goes 
down to the market and buys a basket of berries and buys what 
is supposed to be a quart will know that that measure has not 
a false bottom in it, but is a full quart. 

Mr. JONES of Texas. That is-the provision of the other bill. 
Mr. VESTAL. No; that is in the standard container act that 

we passed here;- Nobody would go back on that bill now. Now 
we have started to take it up from the quart measure to the 
2-bu hel basket. Tl;l.ere is nothing in this bill that will hurt 
anybody who 'van.ts to do an honest business anywhere. 

Mr. HUSTED. l\lr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. VESTAL. Yes. 
Mr. HUSTED. As the law now stands, is it not true that if 

you buy a basket of fruit the quantity of fruit you will receive 
for your money will depend upon the State in which you buy it? 

l\lr. VESTAL. Absolutely. 
l\1r. Chairman, in view of the fact that this bill has been up 

before and ,,·as passed by the Committee of the Whole House 
once with amendment -in view of the fact that the bill now 
before the committee is practically the same bill that we passed 
before as amended, I do not think we ought to take up a lot of 
time in discus~ing these sections, and I move that all debate on 
this amendment and all other amendments to this section be 
now closed. 

The CHAIRl\IAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
debate on thi amendment and all amendments to this section 
be now closed. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Qur~) there weTe--ayes 88, noes 3. 

Mr. QUIN. I make the point of order that there is no quorum 
pre ·ent. 

The. CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi makes 
the point of order that there is no quorum present. The Cl.lair 
will count. [After counting.] One hundred and three Members 
present, a quorum. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Jo ~Es). 

The qnestion be ing ta ken, the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word . 
l\fr. MONDELL. Debate is closed on this section. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say to the gentleman from 

Mississ ip})i that debate on this section has been closed. The 
Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 4. That the Secretary of Agriculture shall in his regulations 

under this act prescribe such tolerance as he ma y find necessary t o 
allow in the capacities and specifications fol" hampers, round stave 
baskets, splint baskets and parts thereof set forth in sections 1, 2, 
and 3 of thi act, in order to provide for reasonable variations occurr ing 
in the course of manufacture and handling. If a cover be used upon 
any hamper or basket mentioned in this act, it shall be securely fastened 
or attached in such a manner, subject to the regulations of the Secre
tary of Agriculture, as not to r educe the capacity of such hamper or 
basket below that prescribed therefor. Each of the standard hampers, 
round stave ba ket. , and splint baskets mentioned in this act shall be 
truly marked by the manufacturer thereof, as his guaranty within the 
meaning of, and in accordance with, section 6 of this act, with its 
standard capacity content in legible letters and figures, to wit, 1 peck, 
one-half bushel, five-eighths bushel, 1 bushel, 11 bushels, 2 bushels, 
4 quarts, 8 quarts, 12 quarts, 16 quarts, or 24 quarts, as the case may 
be. The provisions of this act shall apply only to hampers and baskets 
made of wood or of which wood is the principal material. 
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Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, on page 10, line 25, the word 

"tolerance" should be "tolerances." I offer that amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 

amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
.Amendment offered by Mr. VESTAL: Page 10, line 25, strike out the 

word " tolerance " and insert in lieu thereof the word " tolerances." 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VESTAL. I offer another amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an 

amenclment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment otrered by Mr. VESTAL : Page 11, line 18, strike out the 

words " The provh!ions of this act shall apply only to hampers and 
baskets made of wood, or of wnich wood is the principal material," and 
insert in lieu thereof the following : 

"The provisions in sections 1, 2, and 3 of this act, covering speci
fications and dimensions, shall apply only to hampers and baskets 
made of wood or of which wood is the principal material; but hampers 
and baskets which are not made of wood or of which wood is not the 
principal material shall not depart from the respective capacities 
therein prescribed." 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman. I do not care to take more 
than a minute in discussing this amendment. The bill as 
drawn provides that the act shall apply only to hampers and 
baskets made of wood or of which wood i the principal ma
terial. There might be such a thing as basket· made of other 
materials being placed upon the market, and my amendment 
provides that those other baskets shall not depart from the 
capacity content as set forth in secti{}ns 1. 2, and 3 of the act. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman from Indi
ana [Mr. VESTAL] is right in this amendment. While I am 
against this hamper provision, cutting out the seven-eighths 
hamper, I am convinced that the specifications should not pro
hibit the manufacture of hampers or baskets of other material, 
just so that the contents are not interfered with. 

Under this bill without the amendment offered by the dis
tinguished chairman [Mr. VESTAL] they could not use any 
other material except that specified herein ; but it is absolutely 
necessary, in fairness to all portions of the country, that the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. V~s
TAL] be adopted. 

This m~asure as it comes before this Honse is a deceptive 
one. This Congress bas passed all of the legislation that is 
necessary in the container act to insure fair dealing. Here 
you come up with a bill that does not affect the container 
which goes to tl1e consumer. The vegetables from the farms 
in the United States are placed in hampers, baskets, or crates 
and sent by carload or train lots to the centers of the country 
for distribution. 

l\1r. HOCH. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. QUIN. I ham not time. The producer does not sell to 

the wholesaler by the crate. He sells in carload lots. But 
when the good housewife goes to buy her vegetables for to-dav 
she does not ask for a bushel hamperful, she does not ask for a 
seven-eighths hamper, but she asks for so many tomatoes; she 
asks for 5 cents' or 10 cents' worth of beans. 

"\Vbo in the world ever heard of a family going up and buying 
a bushel hamper of tomatoes for one meal or one day. Why 
that is for the hotel or big boarding house. So you can see th~ 
opportunity for deception that is endeavored to be practiced 
in tbi humbuggery that they are putting out here now. You 
are injuring and hampering the farmers and endeavoring to 
fool the ultimate consumer. I just call the attention of the 
majority to some of the effects of the legislation they have en
acted that is now reacting against them. Did you hear that 
howl out yonder in Iowa day before yesterday? There was a 
man running for the United States Senate in a Republican pri
mary on a Democratic platform. [Laughter.) He stood up 
on the platforms throughout the State of Iowa, which is 75 per 
cent Republican, and denounced the Esch-Cummins Act, one of 
the chief authors of which is a Member of the United States 
Senate from that very State. He poke for the American peo
ple-the farmers and the plain men and women. He told them 
that the Republican organization in Congress had taken the 
excess-profit · ta:x: off from the rich and powerful. He told them 
they ·were trying to put a sales tax on the poor. He told them 
the plain people must pay the taxes which this Republican 
organization and administration had taken off of the big cor
porations and trusts and combines. 

l\ir. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
l\fr. QUIN. I will give you all the time you want before I get 

through. As a result he told them that the legislation of this 
Republican administration was a humbug and a fraud upon the 
American laboring man and farmer. He .. demonstrated to the 
fair Republicans in the State of Iowa that the Republican or-

ganization in Congress and the administration were passing leg
islation for the benefit of the rich and powerful. 

The CHAilll\1.A.N. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. QUIN. I ask for five minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 

unanimous consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. LAYTON. I object unless the gentleman will confine 
himself to the amendment. 

Mr. HOCH. I object. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas objects. 
l\fr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. l\lr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, there can 
be no doubt that legislation which· makes honest containers and 
compels people to mark and sell that which they say they are 
going to sell is right. The purchaser is entitled to get what 
he ask and pays for. He should not be cheated and deceived, 
But I am wondering whether or not the committee had given 
this matter full consideration in two important particulars, pro
visions. of which I want to call attention to. 

On page 13 it provides : 
Any individual, partnership, association, or corporation that willfully 

violates this section shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon 
conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeding $100, or 
imprisonment not exceeding 60 days, or both. 

~ow, I believe this is the first time that any legislature ever 
attempted to pass a law imprisoning a partnership, association, 
or corporation, and I wonder why the committee in this bill, 
where we are trying to get honest containers, has sought to 
inject this class of legislation that e>erybody knows can not be 
enforced, never has been enforced, and never '"ill be enforced, 
and put an entire association, partnership, or corporation in 
prison. There is a way to punish the partnership, a!':sociation. 
or corporation by fine. The individuals, like others, can be 
indiYidually prosecuted and punished, but not the partne~~hip, 
association, or corporation by impri onment. I think it must 
have been a mistake on the part of the type"\'t-riter or the 
printer or some one who was engaged in the preparation of the 
bill. I think the chairman will concede that. 

Mr. l\10RGA~. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\lr. RAKER. Yes. 
l\Ir. MORGAN. I will state to the gentleman that the pur

pose of that language w~s to reach the partnership or corpora
tion, and the imprisonment applies to the individual. 

l\ir. RAKER. The gentleman does not contend that you can 
arrest or imprison a partnership or association, does he? 

l\1r. l\IORGAN. The members of a partner hip. 
l\lr. RAKER. The gentleman does not claim that you can 

imprison a corporation? 
1\Ir. MORGAN. The fine relates to the association or co1·

poration, and imprisonment relates to the indi\idual. 
l\lr. RAKER. Let us not make ourselrns ridiculous before 

the legal profession of the world by saying that you can arrest 
and imprison a partnership, an association. or a corporation. 
The statement of it is enough. Now. I am going on to some
thing else. On page 16, beginning on line 3, is this proYision. 
It is one that allows the department to violate eYery law of 
per onal right and of property in individuals, partnership, as
sociation. or corporation. The provision reads as follows: 

For said purposes the authorized officers and agents of tb.e De
partment of .Agriculture may visit factories, stock rooms, and other 
places of business where such hampers, baskets, or parts thereof 
are manufactured or held for sale or shipment, or offered for sale, 
may enter cars, vessels, other vehicles, and places under the cont rnl 
of carriers engaged in the transportation of such hampers, baskets, 
or parts thereof. 

Here is a blanket law permitting the Department of Agri
culture, without a search warrant, without any offense having 
been alleged to have been committed, to enter any building, 
any room, any house, any factory, any vessel, or any car in 
interstate commerce or otherwise and anywhere. 

The CHAIRl\fA...N". The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RAKER. l\lr. Chairman, I ask for four minutes more. 
The CHAIRM.AJ.~. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RAKER. The general purpose of the legislation to be 

ought here compelling the seller to give the buyer what he 
pays for is all right, but clearly this provision does not intend 
to lay aside the protection of the individual in all places. 
There is not a single, solitary door of a room, private or 
otherwise, that an agent of this department could not walk 
up to or batter down, if necessary, and go in without any war
rant of law. 

1\lr. WARD of North Carolina. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. RAKER. Yes. 
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Mr. WARD of .North Ca-rolina. T.he gentleman is right about cents a dozen delivered 350 miles from the point o1 manu
it. No bill with such a provision ought to _pass any ·legislative factnre. 
body. But l rise to s"Qggest -with xeference to the :indictment of When these baskets are first manufactured 1:bey are not in 
a corporation. condition for shipment. They are stacked mp two .or three 

'Mr. RAKER. I was alludiDg to the imprisonment of 11 co.rpo- dozen high and put into a drying reom. and then by the nse 
ration. of steam the baskets are dried . .After they have gone through 

Mr. WARD of North Carolina. My judgment is that it is llOt the drying :proeess .tbey are ,shipped to the purcb ser. WJmt 
unusual to pass a ,p1tovision 1of thaLso.rt 'With reference to corpo- would be necessary in order to mark these baskets? First, 
rations. Of course, you can not imprison a coi:poration or . as~ you would have to .put them into your drying room, and then 
sociation, but you can indict a corporation, cB.Dd the .:fact that the after .they we11e .dried out, take them out of .that room, take 
imprisonment ·is in the same sentence does not impair it, ·be- them apart, and stamp them with whatever stamp was required. 
ca.use the imprisonment relates to tbe .individual and not to the These baskets are made in sizes from 4 quarts m> to one-
corporation. half bushel. Some time ago we passed legislation specifying 

Mr. RAKER. You can indict ·an association or a corporation, the dimensions of climax baskets, but, .as 'I understand it, we 
I do not question that, but of course it is impossible to imprison never ..required fsuch a basket to be maTked for the ·simple rea-
a partnership, association, ,or a corporation. son that many of them aI'e made out of ·wood of bis sort. I 

.Mr. WA.RD of North Carolina. Certainly it is. believe that this bi1l provifles -.fillet all climax baskets of 4 quarts 

.Mr. RAKER. .And I am calling the attention o:f the com- even now shall -be exempted irom .marking. 
mittee to it, so that it ma"Y be amended. Now, in reference to This manufacturer makes 100,000 dooen (ff these ·basket a 
the last provision in regard to search and :Seizure, it does not year, and I submit that to put him to the .adcllttanal labor, 
require an authorization, it just gives .them a blanket ,order to trouble, and expense of marking the baskets is altugether un-
go anywhere in the United States into any building, car, room, reasonable. · 
any -place w.here they think-they do not have to say they be- The CHA.IRl\lA.N. Tbe time of the gentleman from Indiana 
lieve-but where they think they can find these unlawful .con- has expired. 
tainers. Certainly you do not want to pass a law that ·gives '.Mr. DUNBAR. :Mr. Chairman, '.I ask unanimous consent to 
any department authority to send "ts agents, for instance, to proceed for one minute more. 
a tr.a.in at Pittsburgh going west that has a lot .of baskets on The CHAIRMAN. Is tllere objection? 
boa!l"d, where they can stop the t£aln, say they want to go in, There was no objection. 
order them to open the doors, .and allow them to inspect them. 1t1r. D~"'BAR. He doe not object to complying with any 
You do .not require any seaI·ch warrant or anything else. Now, requirements which we make in respect -to the size of the bas
it is such legislation .as that that makes the peo,ple dissatisfied. ket, nor does he ask to be exempt from stamping any of tbe 
You start in witll a !bill designed to give prQper legislation, .to other containers tbat '.he manufacture , .but to stamp 1:hese 
give certain relief from unlawful pr.actices, and Ulen in .the haskets is a physical impossibility when the basket 'is made. 
same bill you .sweep away e-ve.ry human right a man has to pro- 1\Ir. 'LO:r-."'DON. Mr. Cb airman, will the gentleman yield? 
tect ·his iPlace of business or the sanctity of his home. ~Ir. DUNBAR. Yes. 

Mr. KING. l\lr. 'Oh.airman, will the gentleman yield? Mr. LONDON. To what ·extent ·do the standards set up QY 
Mr. RA.KER. Yes. the bill conform to tbe standards in actual nse? I mean in 
Mr. Kll-:-G. Was it not .that same condition and .activity on general use .. 

the part of the Government along those lines of which the gen- Mr. DUNBAR. I do not know. 
tleman has spoken that succeeded in ousting the last Demo- "'Mr. LONDON. Do the standard set up by the 'bill differ 
cratic administration? substantially from the standards now in existence? 

Mr. RA.KER. Oh, to answer my friend, I would .say that Mr. VESTAL. No. Til~y nse the sa:me -stanclar{ls that we 
that was the coIQPlaint, but it was an .unjustifiable complaint. put in the bill, 'RDd ~ are exempting nll 00: the standa-rds ·ex
The search .and seizure exercised was against those who were cept those mentiorrecl in the 1bill . 
. trying .to destroy the Go ernment, which the :gentleman believes The 'CHA.'.IIlMAN. The time df the gentleman 'fitom Indiana 
in maintaining. \V.e haa to have .dra-stic laws, ·and we had to has again ~ired. 
enforce them, where a man was not pat:ciotic and was -attempt- 'Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, 1 move to strike ·Out the last 
ing to ,break -down our Government .and the enforcement of our word. There are 75 different sizes ·-of bampers use€!. in the 
Jaws. The cases are comparable. But -e:ven in war times y.ou United States to-clay. This bill proposes to establish 16 in tood 
bad to have .a seai·ch warrant. Now, in peace timea, ~ou want of 75 to cut out all of tl1e 'l'est ·Of"them so ifhat ·the.manufacturer 
to violate all rigb~ of the person .by search and seizure, witl1.0ut will i'nanufa:cture only 6 <liffe1·ent sizes. 
proof, order, or warrant. lt will not do. This must go out of Mr. LONDON. The bill make it unlawful--
this hill. l\1r. \EST.AL. 'To manufacture any o'fl..ler 'except those six, 

The CHAIRMAN. u:b.e time of the gentleman from Califor- and all -of t'he manufacturers desire it, because they ean do aw y 
nia has a.gain expired. The question is on the amendment of- · with all of their forms, ·:md 1:lley ean manufacture much more 
fered by the :gentleman from Indiana [Mr. VESTAL]. cheaply. We nave ·in '>ome States tbi sort ·Of condition. ·we 

The amendment was agreed to. ha-ve the 82-quart 'basket, which Js tbe bushel, a.n<1 1tihey manu-
Ur. DUNBAR. Mr . . Chairman, J offer the following amend- factnre the 32--quart b&Sket . Somebody ·conceived the idea that 

ment which I send to .the desk. ·he <!Ollld make his basket in ·a certain !form to look ilike the 
The Clerk read as follows: I 32-quact. and 'have it contain ·~mly -s1· quarts. Therefore, they 
Amendment offered b_y Mr. DUN.Bili: .Page 11, line 10, after ·the word I -staTted Ill on , the 31 quart~. Th~n some other fello:-.; thought 

"hampers," strike out the comma and insert "and." ~fter the wDrd 1 fthat he could beat that a fl1ttle 1b1t, and he 1made one mhat held 
"baskets," strike out the comma. On line 11, strike .{)Ut "and splint : ·only SO quarts, :Y.' hich lod.ked just lilie tlbe ·s2-que..rt basket. They 
baskets." I even got down .as low as 271 quarts, ·and 'they are selling them 

Mr. DUJ\'13.A:'R. 'Mr. ChaiTman and gentlemen of the commit- in the country rfor 32-quart brulliets. :we propo e to cut out 
tee, I have here before me a sample of a splint basket-two of : the 30, the 31, the 29, the 28, and 27, .and make the 32-quart 
them. I :represent the manufacturer who makes these baSkets . container a stan<la;r(l •basket, and rt will reduce the cost of manu
and sells them. !He 1makes something !like ·60 different types of · ffacture nnd ought •to redm<?e ilie cost to 1:he consumer. 
baskets, hampers, and containers. He does not object to any , Mr. LO""' 'DON. There is another question I w.ant to ask. To 
.regulation which may specify rthe cubic contents of any con- what extent -are these ·baskets employed in interstate eommeirce·? 
tainer or hamper -which he !Illa:nufactures. He does not •object l?tfr. VESTAL. Oh, 'Vei·y !laTgely. 
to marking the cubic contents of :.any 'basket or hamper which :Mr. ·LOl\'DON. The .gentleman mean that goods .are tran -
.be manufactures .and w.bich it is rpossible for him to mark. shipped in those baskets? ' 
These baskets I have here .are made DUt of sycamore wood, out Mr. ;VESTAL. Oh, yes; vegetables ·and fruits. 
of beech wood, or any cheap sort of wood that can .be obtained. As to the amendment offered by my rolleague from Indiana, 
The ;splints are wery thin. Kou can :almost tear them with your I can state, of course, that ithere 'IDTght be in this particular 
fulgers 'like a piece •Of paper. -When tbese 1ba-skets are manu- case hat he mentions some little hardship upon tl1e imanu!ac
factured :they are o iWet -Olat 1t ;would be impossible :to maJ.'k turer, ·but I do not believe it is .right to -exempt just the splint 
them with any legible .letters, BDd .because of their 1being wet, basket when all manufacturers a e desirous, and bis own •manu-
1.be sap .and ;the moisture 1being in the wood, the 1nk of 'll.DY factiuer is desirous, of -stamping every other basket except the 
mark that ~on would rput upon tbem would simply run -down splint basket. 
the side and make 1the marking illegible. ll'he e baskets are tso Mr. LO~"DON. Will the :gen.tleman permit--
cheap that the manufacturer sells them, one for the sum of 52 iM.r. VESTAL. lt is true it is only an added precaution. 
cents a do.zen ·and delivers them .350 !filiiles, an.d tbe otheT iat 60 J\ow, I can Teatlily ·see that if a .manufacturer iS pnohibitetl 

• 
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from manufacturing any sort of basket other than a standard The committee rose; and l\1r. WALSH ha \ing resumed the 
basket. it probably does not need to be marked. It is only an chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HICK , Chairman of the Com
added protection to the purchaser and the ultimate consumer. · mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
Of course, there i this protection. There is the protection to that that committee, having had under consideration the bill 
the consumer from having the basket marked by the manufac- H. R. 7102, finding itself without a quorum, under the rule 
turer. If somebody in the retail trade, for instance, would he caused the roll to be called. Whereupon 228 l\lembers re
put upon the market a basket that was a short basket, all sponded to their names, and he presented the list of absentee 
they would have to do would be to trace that basket to the for entry in the Journal. 
manufacturer, and the consumer is not held responsible for The SPEAKER pro temPore. The committee will resume its 
having put that basket out on the market. We try to help sitting. 
the con. ·umer all the way along the line. We put the burden The committee resumed its sitting. 
on the manufacturer, and the manufacturer is willing to bear Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, the very able and genial gen-
it. There is not a manufacturer in the United States that I tleman from Indiana [1\Ir. DUNBAR] has called attention to just 
know of that is opposed to this bill except a few manufa<:turers one of the incongruities of this bill. Of course, any intelligent 
down in some of the Southern States who would like to have man who know anything about the manufacture of the baskets 
a ser-en-ei~hths bushel basket made a standard. That i the that he displayed know that it is practically a physical im
only exception we haYe found in regard to the manufacturers. possibility to comply with the requirement in the basket he ex
If I had time-and I do not want to take up time-I had a hibited, and if you were to comply with that requirement it 
letter the other day from a manufacturer out in the :\Iiddle j would add from 25 to 50 per cent to the cost of the basket. You 
West. and he wrote me asking about this bill and when I must remember, l\lr. Chairman, what the object of the bill is 
thought the bill would come up. He said that he had an order and under what power Congress seeks to enact this kind of law. 
for a lot of 1-:1:-quart baskets, and he said he did not want to You must remember that under the Constitution the Congress 
manufacture those baskets if they are not standard. I wrote has the power to fix the standards of weights and measures, 
to him that I hoped the bill would be passed in a short time. 1 and it is under that con. titutional authority that the pretense 
Before he receiYed my letter he wrote me again, and he ahl, I is made of enacting this law. The Coru>titution nowhere gives 
"~Ir. YEST.ll, it doe not make any difference; this same firm ' the Congress the povrnr to fix the container or the shape or 
found a manufacturer who would manufacture a 13i-quart quality--
basket that looks like a 14-quart basket, and therefore we baYe The CHAIRMAN. The comm1ttee will be in order. 
lo t the business... But if you have standard baskets, ham- Mr. WINGO. Those gentlemen haYe already gotten their. 
per!';, and so forth, the manufacturer will increase the scope of orders from certain organization and they are going to swal
his territory for sales all the while. He can sell in any State low this, Constitution or no Constitution, and, therefore, I do 
in tlle Union, and it seems to me-I may be wrong about it- not care whether they listen or not. Mr. Chairman, I was say
but it seems to me that no one coul<;l object to a standard ing that no1-vhere in the Constitution is the Congress given the 
basket that would give to the consumer what he purchases, power to fix the composition of the container, the shape of the 
especially when it will sene to reduce the cost to the con- container, or it color or its texture. The difficulty in discussing 
sumer. a bill of thi kind is that those who have little respect for our 

The CRAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. system of government, or, to be more charitable, are lacking 
l\lr. QUIN. l\Ir. Chairman, I make the point of order that in information as to the character of our dual system of gov-

there is no quorum present. ernmeilt, do not stop and think about the e things. They just 
The CHAIR~IAN. The gentleman from Mississippi makes s~e the evil,. and they see that lo~al courts and local communi

the point of order that there is no quorum pres"'nt. The Cllair ties baYe fulled to remedy the evil, so they rush to Washington 
will count. [After counting.] Eight3·-six gentlemen are pres- and to the Congress. 
eut, not a quorum. The Clerk will call the roll. Now, of course, gentlemen, I agree that the frauds complained 

The Clerk called the roll and the followin"' Members failed of ought to be eradicated. And I have in my own way done 
to answer to their names: 0 all I could to bring about prosecutions for such deceptiye prac

Anderson 
Andrew. Mass. 
Ansorge 
Arentz 
Bacharach 
Bankhead 
Beck 
BeU 
Benham 
Black 
Bland, Ind. 
Blanton 
Boies 
Brennan 
Briggs 
Britten 
Brooks, Pa. 
Burdick 
Burke 
Burtness 
Burton 
Butler 
Byrns, Tenn. 
Can trill 
Clague 
Clark, Fla. 
Classon 
Cockran 
Codd 
Cole, Iowa 
Connell 
Connolly, Pa. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. 
Copley 
Coughlin 
Crowther 
Darrow 
Davis, Minn. 
Deal 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Dickinson 
Doughtoq 
Drane 
Driver 
Dunn 
Echols 
Edmond~ 
Evans 
Fairrhil d 

Fairneld 
Fau t 
Fenn 
Fess 
Fields 
Fish 
Fi her 
Fitzgerald 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foster 
Frear 
Freeman 
Fuller 
Funk 
Gahn 
Galliva.n 
Glynn 
Goodykoontz 
Gould 
Graham, Ill. 
Griffin 
Hardy, Tex. 
Haugen 
Henry 
Hill 
Himes 
Hogan 
Ilooker 
Hudspeth 
Humphreys 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
Jacoway 
James 
Jefl'eris, Nebr. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Jones, Pa. 
Knhn 
Kelley, l\Iich. 
Kennedy 
Kiess 
Kincheloe 
Kindred 
Kinkaid 
Kirkpu trick 
Kitchin 
Kleczka 
Kline. N. Y. 
Knight 
Ku pp 

Kreider 
Kunz 
Lampert 
Langley 
Lar on, Minn. 
Lehlbach 
Lineberger 
Linthicum 
Little 
Logan 
Longworth 
Lyon 
Mcclintic 
McFadden 
McKenzie 
McLaughlin, Pa. 
l\lcPherson 
l\lcSwain 
Madden 
Maloney 
l\Iann 
Man field 
Martin 
Merritt 
Michaelson 
.l\liller 
Mills 
Moore, Ill. 
Morin 
Mudd 
Kel ·on, J.M. 
Nolan 
O"Brien 
Padgett 
Paige 
Park, Ga. 
Parker, N. J. 
Parks, Ark. 
Patterson, N. J. 
Perkins 
Perlman 
Porter 
Pringey 
Rainey. Ala. 
Ransley 

~~L'~1~1rn 
Ricl<lick 
RiMdan 
ltubs ion 
Rosenbloom 

Rouse 
Rucker 
Ryan 
Saba th 
Sanders, Ind. 
Sanders, '. Y. 
Schall 
,_'cott, Mich. 
Sears 
Shaw, Ill. 
Shreve 
Sinclair 
Slemp 
Smith, Mich. 
Smithwick 
Sn;rde1· 
Steagall 
Stedman 
Stevenson 
Stiness 
Stoll 
Sh·ong, Pa. 
Sullivan 
Swank 
Sweet 
Taylor, Ark. 
T~ylor, Colo. 
Taylor, Tenn. 
T emple 
Ten Eyck 
Tillman 
Til on 
Treadway 
Tyson 
Upshaw 
\'arc-
Vinson 
Voigt 
Volk 
Ward, N. Y. 
Wason 
Weaver 
\\"111-1. \\" 
Wi-:e 
Wood, Ind. 
Woods, Va. 
Woodyard 
Wurzbach 
Yates 
Ziblman 

tice as are referred to by the supporters of this bill. I chal· 
lenge any lawyer within the sound of my voice to deny that 
lie can prosecute in the State courts of any State in this Union 
every fraud that you seek to prevent and every evil you seek to 
eradicate by thi bill. All you need is a grand jury with cour
age, and a prosecuting attorney, or whatever you call your 
local prosecbting officer, with the courage and intelligence, 
and a petit jury of backbone, to correct it. That is all you 
need. 

Now, gentlemen, that is not the real object of your bill. 
I am not deceived about it. You can not drag any herring 
across my path and say that there are manufacturers opposing 
it. It i. a manufacturers' bill. If I consulted the question of 
political expediency, I would be for it. The biggest fruit man 
in the world lives in my district, and he is my personal friend. 
He doe· not know any more about the Constitution than I 
do about growing peaches, and I do not know anything about 
that. He wants to eradicate this evil, and does not know that 
he could do it in the State courts if he wished to do so. But, 
gentlemen, I am trying-I do not know whether I will have 
the courage to keep it up or not-I am trying to get back to 
where I 'Yi~~ ~ had started, and that is to have some respect 
for the d1v1s10n of powers in our Government, and I can do 
it in this bill without any charge of selfishness. But, gentle
men, I know the uselessness of crying out against something 
like this. I beg you lawyers, you men who know something 
about the philo ophy of government, to read the provisions of 
this bill. I believe if there is any man in this House that will 
conscientiously read it and forget the pressure that has been 
brought to bear for it, he can not vote for it unless certain 
provision are eliminated. The gentleman practically admitted 
a while ago that 75 types of baskets will be reuuced to 6 by 
this bill. Does the Constitution give me the right, a citizen or 
Arkansas, by my vote, to say to a Pennsylvania manufacturer 
that he shall cease the manufacture of a bona fide honest 
article of commerce that is neither decepti,·e in its ~onstruc
tion or in the quantity of its contents? That is what you do 
by this bill. And I am ·not going to do it. gentlemen. Oh. 
know there are few Members here, and when the roll i called 



8430 CONGRESSIONAL. RECORD-HOUSE. JUNE 8, 
Ii 

more will come in and, following the committee, vote for the bill. I to defraud but which do deceive the public. And the require· 
That is the reason for most of the evil legislation we have. ments as to the content of baskets, whether they are bushel or 
here in Congress. This House is conscientious. It is a wonder half-bushel baskets or peck baskets or quart baskets, are not 
that it, considering the volume of its business, does not make the same in the different States throughout the country. 
more errors than it does. But are you going to place an In some States the contents are larger than in others, so that 
increasing burden on the taxpayer by this bill? if you are buying a bushel basket of a certain product the 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Arkansas actual quantity that you get depends upon the State you buy: 
l1as expired. it from. I remember an illustration was given of a man buy· 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for ing a certain kind of seed grain, and the price quoted in one 
five minutes more. State was very much less than that quoted in another State, 

Tl1e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas asks unani- and the seed grain was supposed to be of uniform quality. But 
mous consent to proceed for :five minutes more. Is there objec- when the man got hi.s grain he found that he paid the most in 
tion. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. the State which charged the least, because of the difference in 

Mr. WINGO. .Has the American Congress come to that point the quantity of the grain in the container. 
where it says that it is willing to give some little agent ap- It is also in the interest of efficiency, because you are going 
pointed by the Federal Government the right to enter a vehicle to be able to get baskets more quickly delivered of any definite 
or to enter a warehouse or a freight shed without charging that size if you pass this bill than you can at the present time. 
there are fraudulent baskets in there? He just wants to test it Under present conditions the manufacturers of baskets are com· 
and earn his salary. Possibly nobody has complained, but pelled to carry a lot of odd sizes because there are a great 
be will have a right to hold up a shipment when the grower is many different sizes in common use, and in order to meet the 
waiting for baskets in which to ship his fruit or vegetables. demands of his customers he is compelled to carry at great ex· 
You do not have to do it if you pass the other part of the bill. pense these odd sizes in order to make prompt delivery of 
At least save some semblance of respect for that provision of orders. 
the Constitution which has to do with search and seizure-- Mr. LONDON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a 

Mr. REED of West Virginia. It is claimed that the provision question? 
as to search fo~r baskets is even more drastic than our-friend Mr. HUSTED. Yes. 
VoLSTEAD's provision as to search for booze. Mr. LONDON. How many States have similar legislation? 

Mr. WINGO. There is no question about it. It comes ·in Mr. HUSTED. I do not know how many States have. 
here without any semblance of a claim of basing it on a There are States that have. Ilow many I do not know. 
fraudulent action or any violation of the law. Is it just an There is another matter: It is really in the. interest of econ· 
ordinary test to see if they comply with the law? No. But omy to pa,ss this legislation, because if the manufacturer has 
to see if they comply with some regulation made hereafter by to carry a lot of odd sizes it is going to cost him more to make 
a bureau down here. You do not have to do that in order to baskets than if you redQ.ce the number to a few common stand· 
carry out the main purposes of your bill. Do not do that. ards. It is not going. to cost him as much. He will not have 

I wish it would be possible to standardize evel'ything in thiS to carry as much raw matei::ial in stock and he can make his 
country. I wish it would be possible to standardize shoes. goods at less cost, with less overhead and less labor, and with 
God forbid a government that would say you would have to less machinery than he is compelled to use at the present time. 
wear one of six types of shoes. Somebody might say you sh-0uld Mr. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman 
standardize ladies' hats. God forbid a government that would yield? 
1ly into such Bolshevism where by law you would restrict a Mr. HUSTED. Yes. 
woman in the choice of hats. [Applause.] That would be Mr. JONES of Texas. I notice that the original basket act 
parallel to what you do in this bill. You make it unlawful prohibits the manufacture and shipment of these baskets in 
for a man to manufacture a basket and stamp it with its interstate commerce. Does not th-e gentleman think that is a; 
honest contents. And if a man happens to buy it, unless he better way to get at a proposition of this kind rather than by 
gets a written certificate from the manufacturer, he can be prohibiting the sale by the individual of every basket of fruit 
prosecuted. that is sold around in the local communities? This original 

Mr. CLARKE of New York. Do you not think a part of this basket act prohibits the manufacture and shipment of baskets 
is to insure getting a full quart instead of a full bushel basket? that do not conform to the prescribed measures; 
[Laughter.] Mr. HUSTED. I think we can within our powers here pass 

Mr. WINGO. I do not think it is. As I started to say, you legislation to protect the public from baskets that deceive, 
not only pile up the expense of additional cost that the gentle- whether they are designed to deceive or not. There are many 
man from Indiana called attention to but you are creating of these baskets that are not designed to deceive, that are 
other bolshevistic inspectors, and these inspectors have to break innocently used, which do deceive the purchaser. 
into a place and test and make a showing of earning their Mr. JONES of Texas. Would not the better way to get at 
salary, have they not? You are going to the limit in this tend- that be to prohibit the shipment and manufacture of certain 
ency sooner or later, and the American people will wake up sizes of containers rather than the product? What would pre· 
after a while to what you are doing. vent the fruit grower from using crates and little boxes of dif • 

The people will find out after a while that in the philosophy ferent sizes? 
of English jurisprudence, in the philosophy of the common law, Mr. HUSTED. The necessities of the trade control that. 
all they need is an honest court, and a courageous grand jury, The producer has got to use what the public demand~ or he 
and a courageous local State judge, and a courageous local can not sell his fruit. No manufacturer can arbitrarily change 
prosecuting officer, and a courageous, intelligent petit jury to the customs of the people. 
remedy most of these evils they complain of. What this coun- Mr. JONES of Texas. A great deal of fruit is sold in crates: 
try needs is not more law. It needs a more honest, intelligent, Mr. HUSTED. That is so; but even when the fruit is sold 
sincere enforcement of the laws you already have. _ in crates it is sold in baskets in the crates. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. Having a courageous court and a Mr. DUNBAR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
courageous jury, will not the gentleman explain how you are Mr. HUSTED. Yes. 
going to put in jail or the penitentiary a corporation? Mr. DUNBAR. Is the gentleman aware that under a pro. 

Mr. WINGO. Address that to these gentlemen. The provi- vision of this act none of the Climax baskets under a quart 
sion in this bill as to imprisoning an association or a partner- need be stamped, and there is no protection offered to the 
ship to a lawyer is not any more ridiculous than other provi- poor man? 
sions I called attention to. Mr. MORGAN. The bill specifically provides the sizes of 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the gentleman has again ex- containers under one section. 
pired. Mr. HUSTED. I am not a member of the committee, and 

Mr. HUSTED. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last have not heard all of the discussion, and I have not read the 
two words. hearings. It is possible that this bill shall be amended in 

Mr. Chairman, this is not the most important bill that has some respects. But I am contending for the general principle. 
been before the Congress, but it is a bill which I think should I believe that the general principle is absolutely right, and I 
be passed. I believe it is in the interest of honesty, of effi- believe that some of the most important work that is berng 
ciency, and of economy. At one time I happened to be a mem- done in this country to-day for the assistance of business is 
ber of the committee which has reported this bill for the con- the standardization work which is being carried on now undei: 
sideration of the Committee of the Whole, and I heard a good the direction of the Bureau of Standards. Of course, we do 
deal of the argument at that time. It was quite convincing. not want to standardize shoes, and we do not want to standard· 

Now, there are baskets which. are designed to defraud and ize women's hats, but there are certain limits within which 
oo defraud, and there are other baskets which are not designed standardization work can be done, and it is in the interest o:( 
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the people that it should be done. It means economy, it me-ans 
efficiency, it means less cost, and it is in• the interest in this 
ca e of common honesty. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on this 
section and all amendments thereto be now closed. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CilAIRl\IAN. The question is on the amendment offered 

by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. DuNnAR]. 
The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 

the "noes" appeared to have it. 
l\fr. DUNBAR. A division, Mr. Chairman. 
The CHAIR1\1A...~. A division is asked fOr. 
l\fr. MORGAN. l\1r. Chairman, may we have the amendment 

read again? 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment will 

again be i'ead. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered bY l\fr. DdNli-.i.n: Page 11, line 10, after the 

word " hampers," strike out the comma and insert " and ,, · after the 
word " basket " strike out the comma; on line 11 strike out .land splint 
baskets." 

The CHAIRJY!AN. The question is on agreeing. to the amehd-
ment offered by the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. DUNBAR)_. 

The committee divided; and there were-ayes 6, noes 37. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
l\Ir. QUIN. l\lr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present. 
The CHAIRMAN. TM gentleman ftom Mississippi makes 

the point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair 
will count. [After counting.] On~ hundred and nine gentle
men are present, a quotum. 

l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chaitman, I move to 
strike out on page 11, beginning in line 10, hll after the word 
" therefor," down to and including the end of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
offered by the gentleman ftorrt Tennessee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by :Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee: Page 11, Ii.lie 10, 

after the word "therefor," strike out the remainder of the section. 

The OHAIRMAN. 'l'he question is on agr~eiri.g to the amend
ment. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Cbairmah, is debate 
closed on this section? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is closed on this section. The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the gen
tleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken, and the Chairman announced that 
the " noes " appeared to .have it. 

Mr. GARRETT o! Tennessee. Mr. Chaitman, I ask for a 
division. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Teruiesi!lee asks for 
a division. 

The committte divided ; and there were--ayes 24, noes 40. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chaitman, 1 ask for tell

ers. 
Tellers were ordered, anfi the Chairman appointed l\lt. VES

TAL and l\lr. GAnRETT of Tennessee. 
The committee again divided, and the tenets reported-ayes 

25, noes 53. 
Accordingly the amendment was i'ejected. 
Mr. QUIN. I make the point of orde1· that thete is ho 

quorum present. 
Mr. BEGG. I make the point of order that the point of no 

quorum made l'.>y the gentleman from Mississippi is dilatory, 
and I refer the Chair to the ruling made by Mr. Speaker GIL
LETT on July 24, 1919. 

Mr. QUIN. The vote just taken discloses that there is no 
quorum present. 

Mr. BEGG. On July 24, 1919, Speaker GILLETT held a mo
tion made by the gentleman from Michigan [l\fr. C:BAMto:N] to 
be purely a dilatory motion on the ground that the Chair _ was 
satisfied the.t the purpose o'f the motion was solely to detay 
proceedings. . . . 

Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Chair will not permit 
himself to sustain the point of otde-r. Since the Chair connted 
there have been some proceedings, and at the time the Chair 
counted there we1•e only nine more than a quorum. There has 
been a division, there have been tellers upon a.n iniportant 
amendment, and tertainly the Chair ought not to hold the point 
dilatory; but the Chair, I presume, will count for himself, wltich 
is his prerogative, if he is not willihg to take the count of the 
tellers. 

:Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I will say in 'reply, to the gentle
man ftom Arkansas that on this same precedent which I have 
cited to the Chair the same condition prevailed-that is, some 
business had been transacted in the way of eounting a quorum 
and putting a motion. - • 

.Mr. WINGO. I think if the gentleman will read the cita
tion--

Mr. BEGG. If the gentleman from Arkansas will just listen, 
the Chair at that time found that the point was dilatory; that 
it was evident to the Chair, as well as f'> the House, that the 
purpose of the motion was only to delay proceedings. There 
is no constitutional right involved in the gentleman's point of 
no quorum in the Committee of the Whole. The only purpose 
that can be accomplished is to delay the proceedings, and I 
submit to the Chair that the precedents are numerous when the 
Chair has held that motions similar to this are dilatory. 

Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman yield for a question now? 
l\Ir. BEGG. Yes. 
Mr. WINGO. Will the gentleman tell the Chair what the 

facts were upon which Speaker GILLETT ruled? Had there been 
a division in the committee and also a teller count disclosing 
less than a quorum? 
. l\Ir. BEGG. If the Chair wants to hear the facts, I will tefer 

the Chair to the precedent. 
The CHAIRMAN. if the gentlemen are willing, the Chair 

will ascertain whether or not a quorum is present, because in 
the opinion of the Chair there probably is a quorum present. 
[Laughter.] 

Mr. DUPRE. The Chair seems to be anticipating his count. 
[Laughter.] 

The GH.AJRl\IAN. There was no quorum voting on the count 
by tellers, but the Chair observed that there were about 20 
gentlemen who did not pass between the tellers. So the Chair 
is of the opinion that a quorum is present. The Chair will 
count. 

l\fr. BEGG. If the Chair does not rule on this, that point can 
be made all the afternoon. 

l\fr. WINGO. I make the point of order that the point made 
by the gentlemah from Ohio is dilatory. 

The CHAIRl\IA-.N. The Chair will ascertain whether or not 
a quorum is present. [After counting.] One hundred and 
eight l\Iembers present, a quorum. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
Smc. 5. That in <>rder to provide for th-e more ec'Onomical use of 

space in packing or transportation, or for the greater conservation of 
material or labor in manufacture oi: handling, or of the contents in 
coui·se of shlt>tnent of hampers, round stave baskets, and splint baskets 
for fruits or vegetables, <>r parts thereof, the Secretary of Agricul
ture, whenever he finds it necessary, may1 in his regulations, prescribe 
specifications and tolerances with respect to the strength of the mate
rial. used, or the dimensions thereof, for such hampers, round stave 
baskets, splint baskets, or parts thereof, in addition to, differing from, 
or superseding those set forth in se~tiQn~ 1, 2, and 3 of this act, but 
oot departing from the respective capacities therein prescribed.· Such 
specifications and tolerahces shall not be made effective until a period 
of at least six months shall have elapsed after public notice sliall have 
been given, following an opportunity afforded the interested public for 
a hearing. 

Mr. GARRETT. of Tennessee. Mr. Cha-irman, I move to 
strike out the last word. I think possibly an opportunity will 
come at .tt later stage of the proceedings to have a vote upon 
the amendment which I offered a few moments ago in good 
faith; to strike out a certain part of the section which has just 
been passed. 

I am not resisting this bill, but I do not see how I could 
vote for the bill with the provision in it which I attempted to 
strike out; that is, the provision requiring these boxes and 
baskets that come within the provisions of this act to be 
stamped. That will impose a hardship, not upon the manu
facturer, bec-ause, of course, he will have to pass the cost along 
to the consumer of the baskets and ultimately to the consumer 
of the fruit that is in the basket. It will impose a hardship 
upon the purchaser of the frnit. There is no way now known 
by which in the manUfacture of these baskets a statement of 
the contents can be automatically stamped upon them. It will 
have to be done by hand with a rubber stamp or some other 
process. In other words, every box or basket that is made will 
have to be hand touched, and it will probably add half or a 
qua-rter of a cent to the cost of every basket that is manu
factured, which, of course, has got to be passed along to the 
ultimate consumer. 

Mr. VESTAL. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I yield to the gentleman from 

Indiana. 
Mr. VESTAL. I may be mistaken about it, but I understand 

that in practice every basket-manufacturing concern in the 
United States puts a stamp on the basket by machinery at the 
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time the basket is made, and that it will cost nothing exb·a to 
stamp these baskets at the time they are made. I may be wrong 
about it, but that is the information I ha>e. 

Mr. G1-HRETT of Tennessee. I will say to the gentleman 
that I thmk he is wrong about it. I hold in my hand a letter 
from one of the largest manufacturers of this class of articles 
with whom I am familiar. It is a letter from the firm of 
B. C. Jarrell & Co., of Humboldt, Tenn., which is one of the 
greatest fruit and vegetable shipping points in the United 
States or in the world. This factory is located there. This 
letter says : 

The marking or stamping of the size of the package on each 
package can not be done automatically, but will have to be done \Jy 
band, at a very considerable added co-st of the package which ex
pense, o.f course, will have to be borne, if the provision' is retained· 
in the bill, by the consumers of the packages. 

That is the provision I undertook to have stricken out. The 
letter continues: 

If it becomes unlawful for any other sizes of packages described 
other than those covered by the specifications to be manufactured 
we .see no reason why the size of the container should be marked 
o~ it. We believe there should be a provision made in the bill penal
izrng any manufacturer who after the law becomes effective shall 
make containers other than the sizes specified in the bill which are 
covered by the provisions of the bill and if that is done no manu
facturer in the country would be guilty of making oft: sizes, regardless 
of the pressure that might be brought to bear by consumers who 
would desire to use off-sized or snide packages. 

Then he goes on to say that if he has to stamp them it will 
add to the cost of the containers. Your bill makes it unlawful 
to manufacture a package of a different size, and then you 
have a provision here that requires them to stamp the container. 

Mr. VESTAL. Will the gentleman yield? 
l\Ir. GARRETT of Tennessee. Yes. • 
1\fr. VESTAL. I think the gentleman was not in the Cham

ber when the question was up for discus ion. I made the state
ment then that it was simply an added protection. I am not 
so much conC'erned about this particular provision in the bill, 
but having the information that I bad from a number of manu
facturers that it would cost no more, I thought it would be an 
added protection to the man who handled the packages, the re
tailer, to be able to trace the package or basket back to the 
manufacturer if it contained less than the standard require
ment. 

l\Ir. QUIN. l\fr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two 
words. '.rhis question about stamping the baskets which the 
farmer is using in shipping in carload lots is not at all inter
esting to the farmers of this country. I want to tell the Re
publican organization one thing that the farmers are interested 
in. For six long years they have been begging and knocking at 
the doors of Congress for you to turn the l\luscle Shoals project 
in Alabama into a fertilizing factory, so that the farmers can 
get cheap fertilizers for their farms. For six long months the 
Military Affairs Committee of the House, of which I am a 
member, has been working away, sitting all day, and has 
finally brought out a report for you to consider, and now it 
is time for you to bring forward a rule in ·the House that 
the Congressmen, the Representatives of the people of the 
United States, vote on the question whether or not the prop
o ition shall be turned over in the manner. recommended by 
the minority of our :Military Affairs Committee to this great 
wizard, Mr. Henry Ford, who is desirous of running this great 
enterprise whereby 500,000 people will be employed and the 
streams of the Tennessee River and others employed in trans
porting on its bo~om from Alabama, Tennessee, and Georgia 
coal, iron, steel, lumber, and the fertilizing products of this 
gTeat nitrate plant-which is standing idle awaiting for the 
dams whicll are to be completed-which will be taken into the 
Ohio and the Mississippi Rivers and the tributaries, down the 
Mi sissippi to the Gulf of Mexico, thus to the heart of the 
United States and to all the markets of the world. I call upon 
the Rel}ublican side, with 230 majority, to bring in a rule and 
let the Representati"\es say whether or not you will turn over 
the development of this great plant to Mr. Ford for the benefit 
of the American people. Let the farmers know if you will pass 
that bill, and let Henry Ford take from the air nitrogen and 
make fertilizer and get it to the farmers at a price of about one
half of what they have to pay now. 

Mr. l\10NDELL. Mr. Chairman, a point of order. Knowing 
the great interest that the gentleman from Mississippi has in 
this bill, I must insist that he discuss the bill. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, the Republican leadei· does not want 
the House to know \Yhat my committee, the Committee on Mili
tary Affairs, with 15 Republican members and 6 Democrats, have 
been engaged in since the 7th day of February. [Laughter.] 
We even went down to Alabama and inspected this great plant 
and visualized it personally. After all the study and hard work, 
after coming forward to this House with the report of 12 in 
favor and 9 against reporting the bill, and 10 of us for including 

the Gorgas steam plant and transmission line and 11 against 
that provision tllat Fcfrd demands, and I say h~ should have he 
i~ unwilling that ! should state the facts and urge the Repub
lican Rules Committee to bring out a rule for the consideration 
of the most important measure that has been before Congress 
within the last 50 years. [Applause.] 

The CH.AIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis
sippi has expired. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minutes more. 
The CH.AIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks for 

five minutes roore. Is there objection? 
Mr. VESTAL. I object. 
Mr. WINGO. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend· 

ment. I ~o;e to strike out on page 11, lines 21, 22, ~3, 24, 25, 
and on lme 1, page 12, down to an~ including the word 
" thereof," and in line 3 on page 12 strike out the words " speci
fications and." 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. Wr::rno : Page 11, line 21, strike out all <>f lines 

21, 22, 23, 24, 25, and on page 12, all of line 1 down to and including 
the w_ord "thereof," and in line 3 on page 12 strike out the words 
" specifications and." 

Mr. VESTA:r,,. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to accept that 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Arkansas. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VESTAL. l\!r. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 

all debate on this section and amendments thereto close in five 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 'i'he gentelman from Indiana asks unani
mous consent that all debate on the section and amendments 
thereto close in five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. DUNBAR. 1\1r. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

word. The gentleman from Indiana in charge of the bill was 
very magnanimous when he admitted that there was virtue in 
the reasons I gave why the splint baskets which I exhibited 
should not be stamped. But in the interest of the general good 
he thought that the bill providing for stamping of all baskets 
should be insisted upon in order that the bill's principal virtues 
might be maintained. I want some information from the gen
tleman from Indiana in reference to what is contained in sec
tion 5. Now, you provide for tolerances. In manufacturin" a 
splint basket the tolerance required is very large, more than 
the tolerance that might be required in other forms of baskets. 
As was stated by the gentleman from Texas a splint basket 
made out of sycamore wood will contract or expand with the 
amount of moisture contained in the splint so as to make a 
difference in the size of the basket of at least 10 per cent. 
How would any tolerance be provided for in a basket contain
ing 4 quarts, when by its being wet or dry there would be a 
difference of 10 per cent in the cubic contents of that bas
ket? 

• 1\1r. VESTAL. Oh, I do not think there would be any trouble 
at all in the Secretary of Agriculture, through the Bureau of 
Markets or whatever agency he has, providing tolerances that 
would be perfectly acceptable to the manufacturer of baskets. 
I do not know what that tolerance would be, but certainly there 
ought not to be any question about the tolerance. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Thel;l would ·it be the gentleman's idea that 
the Secretary of Agriculture would provide a tolerance for a 
basket made out of one substance and a basket made out of 
another? 

l\:Ir. VESTAL. Those things all have to be taken into con
sideration. 

1\Ir. DUNBAR. And there would be, therefore, a larger 
tolerance for baskets ma<le from splints than there would be 
for baskets made of staves? 

Mr. VESTAL. Certainly. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 

has expired. 
Mr. ROGERS. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend in lines 8 

and 9 by striking out the words "specifications and." 
The CHAIRl\.Ll..N. The gentleman from Massachusetts offers 

an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
.Amendment offered by Mr. ROGERS : Page 12, lines 8 and 9, strike 

out the words "specifications and." 

l\Ir. ROGERS. That is simply the corollary to the amend
ment of the gentleman from Arkansas. 

Mr. VESTAL. I accept the amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. WALSH having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
by Mr. Craven, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Senate had 
passed with amendments joint resolution of the following title, 
in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

H. J. Res. 127. Joint resolution to reerect the statue of Abra-
ham Lincoln upon its original site. 

FLUNG STANDARD PRICES FOR FRUIT AND VEGETABLE BASKETS. 

The committee resumed its session. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEC. 6. That it shall be unlawful to manufacture for sale or ship

ment, sell, offer for sale, or ship, or to import or cause to be imported 
into the continental United ~tates hampers, round stave baskets, or 
splint baskets for fruits or vegetables, either filled or unfilled, or parts 
of such hampers, round stave baskets, or splint baskets that do not 
comply with this act: Prf)1)i<leil, That this act sball not apply to bflskets 
or other containers having capacities less than 4 quarts whic.h comply 
with lt.e provisions of the act apprO\'ed August 31, 1916, entitled ··~n 
act to fix standards fo:.: Climax baskets for grapes and othe.r fruits 
and vegeta~lE:s, and to fix standards for baskets and other containers 
tor small fruits;. berries, and vegetables, and for other purp?se~ ·: (39 
U. S. Stat. L. 073), and the regulations thereunder. AJJy mdi~dual, 
partnership, as ociation, or corporation that willfully violates thi~ ~ec
tion shall be deemed guilty or. a misdemeanor, and upon conviction 
thereof shall be punished by a fine not exceeqing $100, or imprisonment 
not exceeding 60 days, or both: Pro"?ided, That no person sha_ll be 
prosecuted under the provisions of this act when he can establish a 
guaranty signed by the manufactnl'er, wholesaler, shipper, or other 
party residing within the United States from whom the hampers, round 
stave baskets, or splint" baskets, as defined in this act, were purchased, 
to the effect that said hampers, round stave baskets, Qr splint baskets 
a.re correct within the meaning of ·this act. Said guaranty, to afford 
protection, shall contain the name and address of the party or parties 
making the sale of the hampers, round stave baskets. <;>r splin~ baskets 
to ·uch person, and in such ease such party or parties making such 
sole shall be amenable to the prosecution, fines, and other penalties 
-which would attach in due course under the provisions of this act to 
the person who maµe the purchase. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, I offer to amend, page 12, 
line 21, after the word "quarts," by inserting the word "or." 
Tbat was left out by inadvertence. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleqian offers an amendment, 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follow& : 
Amendment ottered by Mr. VlilSTAL: Page 12, line 21, atter the word 

"quarts," insert the word "or." 
The CJIAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend

ment. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
l\Ir. OSBORNE. Mr. Chairman, I rm>ve to strike out the last 

word, for the purpose of asking the chairman of the committee 
a question. On the Pacific coast, particularly in rny own State 
of California, the measur~ments by which fruits 1J.Ild vegetables 
a re dealt in are different from those treated in this bill 
For instance, we have no dealings whatever in bushels or 
pecks or anything of that sort. t>ur sales are usually upon the 
pound basis, or we sell, say, citrus fruits, oranges, and so 
forth, in boxes containing a certain number of oranges to the 
square foot. Is there anything in the bill that would inter
fere with the way in which the business of the Pacific coast 
in t hese matters is done? 

l\Ir. VESTAL. In other words, in selling by the pound, as 
the gentleman says they do in his State. 

l\Ir. OSBORNE. Yes. 
Mr. VESTAL. Absolutely not. 
Mr. CLOUSE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

two words. Section 6, now under consideration, is manifestly 
unconstitutional. Doubtless other provisions of the act are 
likewise unconstitutional. Congress might have authority to 
prohibit the transportation of a basket or an article in inter
state commerce, but the bill under consideration is not predi
cated upon the fact of whetber or not tbe article is to be used 
in interstate commerce. It absolutely prohibits the manuf~
ture of this basket anywhere in the United States and for any 
purpose. The power of Congress to fix weights and m.easures 
does not extend to that point. If some firm is engaged in the 
mnnufacture of baskets in New York State, in the apple sec
tion, or in Virginia, in the fruit section of that State, or in my 
own State, so long as its article or commodity is to be used 
within the confines of the State, Congress has no power, nor 
should it have any power, to regulate its sale. Otherwise you 
would absolutely destroy the State's right to control its internal 
affairs, too much of which has already been done. 

I do not think, in the first place, that this bill is needed at 
all. I think the same thing could be accomplished by enactj.-ng 
a law providing that hereafter it shall be unlawful for any, 
producer or dealer in commodities such as are contemplated 
by the passage of this bill, and I mean by this only to the 

extent that it is interstate commerce, to offer for sale or sell 
those products for a certain quantity when, as a matter of fact, 
they fall short of such quantity. If you do that you will have 
obtained the object of the bill, and left to the several States 
jurisdiction within their own borders. 

I happen to know something about the manufacture of con
tainers. In my own county there is a firm engaged exclusively 
in the manufacture of containers. The chief manufactured 
product of that concern is egg' cases and fillers. They are per
haps the largest manufacturers of those articles in the coun
try. They manufacture many containers of other character 
and type. They have their machinery installed, already set 
up, for the purpose of manufacturing these according to speci
fications whicli they now have. When this bill is passed, what 
is the result? They must replace tb.e machinery now installed 
by other new and additional macliin.ery at great expense, which, 
of course, would be passed on to the consuming public. 

The unconstitutionality of the act in question is so patent 
as that it should not be necessary to comment thereon, al).d 
I do not further than to refer you to th~ case of DeWitt 
against the United States (9 Wallace), which has been cited 
approvingly in many cases since in which similar questions 
were involved. 

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend· 
ment, which I send to, the desk. 

The Clerk r~d as follows: 
Amendment by Mr. RAKER: Page 13, line 2, beginning with the word 

" any," strike out the remainder of line 2, and all of lines 2, 3, 4, 
5, and 6 do.wn to and including the word " both." 

Mr. RAKER. 1\fr. ·Chairman, I imagine the chairman of the 
committee is perfectly willing to have this matter stricken 
out. 

1\1r. VESTAL. Oh, certainly not. The gentleman will be 
taking out all of the penalty provisions of the bill. This very 
same language is employed in the pure food and drugs act. 

1'.lr. RAKER. If you have been foolish once, you do not 
want to be foolish again. The gentleman realizes the fact that 
you can not imprison a corporation. 

Mr. VESTAL. Oh, certainly, we understand that, and the 
judge trying the case would understand the provisions of the 
bill and what they mean. He would certainly construe the law 
as it should be construed and not construe it as peing drawn 
for the purpose of endeavoring to put a corporation in jail. 

l\fr. RAKER. The gentleman admits that this last provision 
for imprisonment not exceeding 60 days Q.oes not apply to a 
partnership, an association, or a corporation. 

Mr. VESTAL. Certainly I do. 
Mr. QUIN. l\1r. Chairman, I make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present. This is a very important section. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of no 

quorum? 
Mr. RAKER. I hope the gentleman will not take me off my 

feet. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi makes 

the point of order that there is no quorum present. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 

order that that motion is dilatory. 
The CHA.IRl\iA.1""\T. The Chair will ha-veto overrule the point 

of order. The Chair will count. [After counting.] One hun· 
dred and one Members are present, a quorum. 

Mr. RAKER. I had not quite com_pleted what I started to 
say when the point of no quorum was made, and I would like 
to proceed for four additional minutes. 

The CHAIIi~!AN. The gentleman from California asks unani· 
mous consent to proceed for four minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. BEGG. Mr. Chairman, I object. 
Mr. RAKER. My time is nGt exhausted, Mr. Chairman, I 

have a minute le{t. 
The CHAIRMAN. One minute. 
Mr. RA.KER. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 

For instance, in California we are shipping figs in box.es about 
15 inches long and a foot wide, depending upon the size of the 
figs; and pea:r:s, plums, peaches in all kinds of containers. Does 
the gentleman say this would not affect that? 

]Ur. VESTAL. Absolutely not. 
Mr. RAKER When they ship in box.es? 
lfr. VESTAL. Absolutely not. 
Mr. RAKER. And in sacks, for instance, where we ship 

potatoes and such things? 
Mr. VESTAL. Ab olutely not. If they use the basket or a 

hamper they must use the standard. but it d.oos not compel them 
to use the hamper or the basket, splint or Found stave. 

Mr. RAE:ER. The gentleman is quite certain of that, beea~e 
we are 'ery !llU.Ch interested. 

Mr. VESTAL. Absolutely. 
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Mr. RAKER. And it means a great deal to us. So we may 
be able to tell our people that as long as they u~e the present 
methods and do not use the container-hamper or basket-they 
will not be hampered any? 

Mr. VESTAL. The gentleman is correct. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

The question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from California. 

The question w as taken, a.pd the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 

amendment. 
The CHAIRMAl~. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment offered by Mr. WILLIAMSON: Page 13, line 6, strike out 

all of line 6 and insert in lieu thereof " $500." 

Mr. WILLIAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I recognize that the 
objection which has been raised to this particular provision by 
the gentleman from California [l\fr. RAKER] and others is 
well taken, and in order to obviate that objection I have offered 
this amendment which simply makes it possible for the court 
to impose a fine up to and including $500. It strikes out the 
provision which seeks to impose imprisonment on partner
ships and corporations, to which objection has been raised. 
It is clear that no such sentence could be enforced by the 
court in any event. My amendment raises the fine that may 
be imposed from $100 to $500, which will be sufficiently 
drastic to accomplish the purposes of the bill. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, we are willing to accept the 
amendment. 

The question was taken ; and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. VESTAL. l\Ir. Chairman, I move that all debate upon 

this section and all amendments thereto dc> now close. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Does the gentleman propose 

to insist on that, as I desire to move to strike out the section 
and to speak for a minute or two? 

l\fr. VESTAL. Well, say in seven minutes, I will amend 
my motion. 

l\Ir. JOKES of Texas. I would like to have about two 
minutes of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
all debate upon this section and all amendments thereto close 
in seven minutes. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
l\Ir. JONES of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I have a perfecting 

amendment which I desire to offer. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 13, lin e 2, after the word "any," strike out the word "indi

vidual " and insert in lieu thereof the word " dealer." 

l\1r. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, to strike 
out all of lines 7 to 21, inclusive. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tepnessee. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
from Texas offered a perfecting amendment, and I suppose it 
will be voted on. 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes; the question is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. l\fr. Chairman, I move to 

s t rike out the section. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 12, beginning on line 13, strike out all of section 6. 

l\1r. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I do not ·see 
how the Congress possibly has the authority to prevent the 
manufacture of a container such as comes within the purview 
of this bill, and I would like to ask the gentleman from In
diana if there is any legal authority of any sort that he can 
quote that would sustain that position? 

Mr. VESTAL. I have understood, I will say to the gentle
man from Tennessee, that within the past 8 or 10 years the 
question of the constitutionality of measures of this kind bas 
be n thoroughly discussed in this body, and that at least other 
bills have been passed of the same character as this. I will 
be frank to say that I have no authority that I can give to 
the gentleman at all upon a question of this kind other than 
the Constitution itself. I have been given to understand that 
the question of the constitutionality of the matter has been 
thoroughly discussed in the House, under probably the stand
ard container act and the standard barrel act. Those bills 
have never been questioned. 

Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not recall whether those 
bills provided that they could not manufacture a barrel. I 
recall the bills went a good long way, but I do not think those 
bills provided it would be an offense to manufacture a con-

• 
tainer. It might provide, as the gentleman from Tennes. ee 
[l\lr. CLOUSE] suggested, although I think it would be gQing 
a long way, that they could not be shipped in interstate com
merce. When you undertake to say that tl1e manufacturer of 
baskets, unless he makes them out of certain splillts--

Mr. VESTAL. We do not say that. 
l\lr. GARRETT of Tennessee. I do not mean making them 

out of certain splints. That is incorrect. However, it may 
mean that, because here you provide in regard to importation 
either of filled or unfilled hampers or parts of such hampers. 
You could not bring in a splint, even, that was to go into the 
manufacture unless it was to go into the manufacture of a 
basket that is described in this bill. You could not import a 
piece of lumber from Canada that was to go into the manufac
ture of a basket unless it was to be a basket of the size defined 
in this bill, if this act is constitutional. I think the act is 
going a long way. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
has expired The question is on the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Tennessee. 

The question was taken, and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

:Mr. QUIN. I think we ought to have a division. 
The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is agree<l to. 
Mr. QUIN. I asked for a division. 
The CHAIRI\IA...~. Division is asked for. 
The committee divided, and there were-ayes 10, noes 37. 
So the amendment was rejected. 
1\Ir. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend

ment: Strike out all of line 7, down to and including the word 
" purchase " in line 21. 

'.rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment offered by Mr. RAKER: Page 13, begllining at line 7, strike 

out the remainder of section 6. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amenu. 

ment. 
l\1r. RAKER. l\Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 

may proceed for two minutes. 
l\Ir. MORGA.N. I object, l\lr. Chairman. 
l\fr. RAKER. You ought to give an opportunity to discuss 

this. 
The CHA..1Rl\1AN. The question is on agreeing to the amend-

ment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
The CILHR1\1AN. The Clerk will read. 
l\fr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order that 

there is no quorum present. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi makes 

the point of order there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
count. [After counting.] Seventy-eight gentlemen are present, 
not a quorum. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The roll was called, and the following Members failed to an
swer to their names: 
Anderson 
Andrew, Mass. 
.Ansorge 
Arentz 
Bankhead 
Harkley 
Beck 
Bell 
B enham 
Black 
Blakeney 
Bland, Ind. 
Blanton 
Boies 
B1·and 
Brennan 
Briggs 
Britten 
Brooks, Pa. 
Brown, Tenn. 
Browne, Wis. 
Burdick 
Burke 
Burtness 
Butler 
Cannon 
Can trill 
Chandler, N. Y. 
Chandler, Okla. 
Clark, Fla. 
Clarke, N. Y. 
Classon 
Cockran 
Codd 
Cole, Iowa 
Connell 
Connolly, Pa. 
Cooper, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. 

Copley 
Coughlin 
Crowther 
Darrow 
Davis, Minn. 
Deal 
Dempsey 
Denison 
Dickinson 
Doughton 

_ Drane 
Drewry 
Driver 
Dunn 
Echols 
Edmonds 
Evans 
Fairchild 
Faus t 
Fenn 
Fess 
Fields 
Fish 
Fisher 
Fitzgerald 
Focht 
Fordney 
Foster 
Frear 
Freeman 
Fuller 
Funk 
Gallivan 
Garrett, Tex. 
Glynn 
Goodykoontz 
Gould 
Graham, Ill. 
Graham, Pa. 

Griffin 
Hardy, Tex. 
Haugen 
Hawes 
~~ftry 
Hogan 
Hooker 
Hudspeth 
Hukriede 
Hutchinson 
Ireland 
Jefferis, Nebr. 
Johnson, S. Dak. 
Johnson, Wash. 
Jones, Pa. 
Kahn 
Kelley, Mich. 
Kennedy 
Kindred 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin 
Kleczka 
Kline, N. Y. 
Knight 
Knutson 
Kreider 
Kunz 
Langley 
Larson, Minn. 
Layton 
Lehlbach 
Lineberger 
Linthicum 
Longworth 
Luhring 
Lyon 
McArthur 
Mcclintic 

McFadden 
McKenzie 
McLaughlin, Nebr, 
McPherson 
McSwain 
Maloney 
Mann 
Mansfield 
Martin 
Merritt 
Michaelson 
Miller 
Mills 
Montague 
Montoya 
Moore, Ill. 
Morin 
Mott 
Mudd 
Nelson, J. M. 
Newton, Minn. 
Nolan 
Padgett 
Paige 
Park, Ga. 
Parker, N. J. 
Parks, Ark. 
Patterson, Mo. 
Patterson, N. J, 
Perkins 
Perlman 
Porter 
Pringey 
Rainey, .Ala. 
Ramseyer 
Ransley 
Rayburn 
Reber 
Riddick 
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Riorjlan Shaw Strong, Pa. Vinson 
Robc>rt ·on Shreve Sullivan Walters 
Kobsion Sinclair Swank Ward, N. Y. 
Rodenberg Sinnott Sweet Wason 
Rosenbloom Sisson Taylor, Ark. Weaver 
Rouse Smith, Mich. Taylor, Colo. Wheeler 
Rucker Smithwick •.raylor;Tenn. Williams, Ill. 
Ryan Snell Temple Winslow 
Saba th Snyder Ten Eyck Wood, Ind. 
Sanders, Ind. Sproul Tilson Woodyard 
San<lf>!'s, N. Y. Stedman Treadway Wright 
Sandlin Stevenson Tyson Wurzbach 
Schall Stiness Upshaw Yates 
Sears Stoll Vare Young 

Thereupon the committee rose; and the Speaker pro tempore 
having resumed the chair, Mr. HrcKs, Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole -House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee, having under consideration the bill H. R. 
7102, finding itself without a quorum, he had caused the roll 
to be called; that 217 Members had answered to their names
a quorum-and that he presented the list of absentees for in
sertion in the Journal and RECORD. 

The Committee resumed its session. 
l\lr. DUNBAR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the word 

"Provided," in line 19, page 12. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana offers an. 

amendment which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amendment by Mr. DUNBAR: Page 12, line 19, strike out the word 

"Provided." 
l\fr. DUNBAR. I wish to ask the gentleman in charge of the 

bill--
Mr. WILLIAMSON. l\fr. Chairman, I make the point of order 

that debate has been closed. 
· The CHA..IRl\iAN. Debate has closed. 
l\lr. VES'l'AL. r understood there was just an amendment. 

Debate has been closed on the section and amendments thereto. 
l\fr. DUNBAR. If there is no vote and no voice, I ask unani

·mous consent to withdraw my amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani

mous consent to withdraw his amendment. Is there objection? 
[After a pause. J The Chair hears none. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 7. That any hamper, round stave basket, or splint basket for 

fruits or vegetables, whether filled or unfilled, or parts of such hampers, 
round stave baskets, or splint baskets, not complying with this act, 
which shall be manufactured for sale or shii;iment, o.fl'.ered for sale, sold, 
shipped, or imported, may be proceeded agamst in any district court of 
the United States within the district where the same shall be found and 
may be seized for confiscation by a process of libel for condemnation. 
UPon request, the person entitled shall be permitted to retain or take 
possession of the contents of such hampers or baskets, but; in the ab
sence of such request or when the perishable nature of such contents 
makes such action immediately necessary, the same shall be disposed of 
by destruction or sale, as the court or a judge thereof may direct. If 
such hampers, round stave baskets, splint baskets, or parts thereof be 
found in such proceeding to be contrary to this act, the same shall be 
disposed of by destruction, except that the court may by order direct 
that such hampers, baskets, or parts thereof be returned to the owner 
thereof, or sold, upon the payment of the costs of such proceeding and 
the execution and delivery of a good and sufficient bond to the effect 
that such hampers, baskets, or parts thereof shall not be sold or other
wi. e disposed of or used contrary to law. The proceeds of any sale 
under this section, less legal costs and chuges, shall be paid over to 
the person entitled thereto. The proceedings in such seiztire cases shall 
conform as near as may be to the proceedings in admiralty, except that 
either party may demand trial by jury of any issue of fact joined in 
such cases, and all such proceedings shaJJ be at the suit and in the name 
of the United States. 

Mr. VESTAL and Mr. QUIN rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. VES

TAL J is recognized. 
Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chairman, this section 7 is in the same 

language exactly as was in the bill when it passed the House 
at the last session, after quite a good deal of discussion. It 
is in the exact language of the section used in the pure food ancl 
drugs act, and in view of the fact of so much discussion al· 
ready having been had on this bill and upon this section and 
in general debate, I move that debate on this section and all 
amendments thereto be now closed. 

l\Ir. MOORE of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, let me ask the 
gentleman to reserve his motion so as to enable me to make 
an inquiry of him in good faith. 

Mr. VESTAL. I shall be glad to. 
1\Ir. MOORE of Virginia. It seems to me that this section 

would impose a real hardship upon a producer hauling to the 
market in his o.wn vehicle, in his own wagon or his own auto
mobile, his fruits and vegetables packed in hampers that do 
not correspond with the desci:iptions and definitions in this 
bill. If he did that, say, took a load of vegetables or fruits to 
the city of Chicago in hampers that are at variance in size and 
construction with the provisions of this bill, then under the 
plain provisions of section 7 the containers would be subject 

XLII-532 

to condemnation. I do not think my friend can escape that 
conclusion. Whatever may appear in any other legislation 
that we have adopted, that is the conclusion from section 7, 
and if we are going to adopt the language of section 7 there 
ought to be a proviso that would exempt such a condition as 
I have illustrated. • · 

1\1'- VESTAL. In answer to the gentleman from Virginia, 
I do not agree with him-I may be wrong about it-except in 
this case : If a producer produced vegetables and placed them 
in certain hampers or baskets, round stave baskets or splint 
baskets-that is, the basket mentioned in this act-and ex
pected to sell those vegetables in the market in those hampers 
or baskets, then, of course, he would be amenable here. But if 
he carried his products to market in any sort of a container-a 
wooden box, or a washtub, or boiler, or anything of that kind
he has a perfect right to do it. It is only when the man uses 
the baskets and hampers mentioned in this act that they must 
be of the standard prescribed by the language in this act. 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. I am, of course, talking about 
hampers exclusively. The farmers who raise fruits and vege
tables, and whom I have in mind, would use hampers. The 
section is so drawn that as soon as the supposed farmer 
reached the limits of Chicago, or even if waylaid by an in
spector outside the limits of Chicago, would be subject to 
the condemnation of his hampers. Now, in order to justify 
the construction that you apply to section 7, something must 
be read into it that is not written in it. You say the inten
tion is-and I have no doubt the intention is-not to impose 
any burden upon the producer unless he undertakes to sell. 
But nevertheless the language as it is written in this bill does 
not express that intention, but gives the right to condemn just 
so soon as it is foupd that the hampers are· not in accordance 
with the provisions of this bill. 

l\fr. VESTAL. Now, let me say this to the gentleman : Sup
posing that were true, what hardship would it impose upon 
anyone? Because the producer can only buy standard hampers 
when this bill goes into effect, and it will not go into effect 
until November, a year after the passage. He can not buy any
thing but standard hampers, and if he uses hampers he can 
not buy anything but standard hampers, and if he uses baskets 
he can buy only standard baskets. 

Mr, MOORE of Virginia. You are now talking about some
thing else, as to how much hardship will be imposed on the 
producer. There are unnumbered producers throughout the 
country who have hampers that they have accumulated during 
a period. They are permitted now to use those hampers, of 
whatever their chara_cter. They will not be allowed to continue 
to use those hampers to convey their produce to market if sec
tion" 7 is adopted. 

l\fr. VESTAL. The gentleman would not contend that they 
could use those hampers for the next 10 years? 

Mr. MOORE of Virginia. They can use them while they are 
usable. Why should we put a burden upon the people who need 
the most relief? 

Mr. JONES of Texas. l\lr. Chairman, I would suggest to the 
gentleman that he could only buy hampers conforming to the 
Government standard. 

Mr. VESTAL. l\fr. Chairman, I renew my motion that all 
debate on this section and all amendments thereto be now 
closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
all debate on this section and all amendments thereto be now 
closed. The question is on agreeing to that motion. 

The motion was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
SEC. 8. That this act shall not prohibit the manufacture for Emle 

or shipment, o.fl'.er for sale, sale, or shipment of hampers, round stave 
ba kets, splint baskets, or parts thereof, to any foreign country in 
accordance with the specifications of a foreign consignee or customer 
not contrary to the law of such foreign country; nor shall this act 
prevent the manufacture or use of banana hampers of the shape and 
character now in commercial use as shipping containers for bananas. 

l\1r. QUIN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the la t two 
words from this paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi moves to 
strike out the last two words. 

Mr. QUIN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, this is at present 
the shipping season of vegetables from the Southern States. 
It is no small business. It is an immense business. In the 
district that I have the honor to represent one town alone, 
Crystal Springs, is now averaging 75 cars of tomatoes per day. 
In that same Copiah County there are five or six different 
towns where from 10 to 25 cars of tomatoes are being shipped, 
and several other ·counties in the seventh Mississippi district 
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are hipping many cars each day; and by the way, they are 
the best tomatoes in the United States. [Laughter.I These 
gentlemen \vho think that the size of a hamper has anything 
to do with what those farmers ar~ producing or what the con-
umer is getting are sadly mistaken. The Crystal Springs 

tomato is advertised in this city. I got off the car the other 
day and saw some and offered to buy some. The dealer .said, 
"They are 5 cents apiece." They were not in any hamper or 
basket in which they were shipped. I bought 10 tomatoes :for 
50, cents. It would have ta.ken a John D. Rockefeller to have 
bought a bushel of those tomatoes. [Laughter.] The farmers 
down there receive about one-fourth of 1 cent for each tomato. 
You Republicans are endeavoring to hamper the farµier by in
creasing the eost of the baskets in which he ships his prod
ucts and increasing the :priee of the fertilizer by which he can 
produce tho e products-those tomatoes and beans and butter 
beans and potatoes-at cheaper prices. You enact an iniquitous 
Esch-Cummins railroad bill eompelling the farmer to pay 182 
per cent more for bis freight than he paid before the Re:tkub
lican Party, at the behest of organized wealth, put tl1at oppres
sive burden on the farmer. 

And, by the way, under that &'allle iniquitous bill your board 
created under that bill, by its decision the other day, took 
away annually from the poor men workin~ and sweating in 
the railroad car shops $60,000,000 that they ought to have to 
go into their home to feed their wives and children and buy 
shoes and clothes and books for them to use in school and fuel 
to keep them warm in cold weather. Under that iniquitous leg
islation which you passed. instead of reducing freight rates 
your board came along and took away 5 cents an hour from the 
lowest-paid labor employed by the railway systems of the 
United States. Do you tell me tbat the election in Iowa did 
not mean something? Has that board, under the Esch-Cum
mins A.ct, done anything to reduce the high salaries of tl:~e 
presidents and high officials of the railroads or cut out their 
useles and clumsy expense charges so as to give cheaper 
freight rates? It meant that the Republican Progressiv~, jo~
ing hands with the masses of the people, marched m solid 
phalanx with their majestic tread to the ballot box and voted 
a~st this Republican organization in Congress, the same 
as they did in Pennsylvania and Indiana. They voted in pro
test against the oppressive hand that you have laid upon the 
people within the last two years. My Republican frien(ls, if 
you keep on with the class and type of legislation that you are 
pushing through all the time the people will march against you 
in November, and again the Democratic hosts will triumph at 
the polls and come into power and legislate for the people~ 
The time is at hand; the day of judgment is near; and you 
will find yourselves in a position where you can not. any more 
ride r-0ughsh-0d over the rights of the people. [Applause.] 

l\Ir. VESTAL. 1\.11'. Chairman, I move that all de.bate on this 
section and amendments thereto be now clo ed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Indiana moves that 
Rrl debate on this section . and amendments thereto be now 
closed. The motion was agreed to. 

The Clexk read as follows : 
SEC. 9. That this act shall not be understood or construed as in any 

"'-ay repealing the act of July 28, 1866 (Rev. Stat. U. S., secs. 3569, 
35 70), legalizing the use of the weights and measures of the metric 
systt!m. 

Mr. REED Of New York. l\.Ir. Chairman, I desire to ask the 
gentleman from Indiana a question. I come from a district 
where they raise a very large quantity of grapes, ~cl.. of course, 
they are interested in the grape baskets and contamers. Those 
grape baskets have been standardized. Do I understand that 
this act in any way interferes witb them? 

Mr. VESTAL. Not at all. On page 12, line 19, it is pro
vided that this act shall not apply to baskets or other contain
ers holding les than 4 quarts or that comply with the pro
vi ions of the act approved August 31, 1916, and that was the 
Olimnx IITape basket act. 

Mr. DUNBAR. Did not the Climax act provide that none 
of those ba kets of that size should be stamped? 

Mr. VESTAL. I believe the gentleman is right about that. 
Mr. DUNBAR. Then this bill i·estricts the Climax basket 

act? 
l\.Ir. VESTAL. No; it does not interfere with that at all. 
Mr. DUNBAR~ Under the Climax basket act could not a 

container containing more than 4 quarts be exempt from being 
stamped.? 

Mr. VESTAL. Yes. 
Mr. DUNBAR. What is the rea on that a container of less 

than 4 quarts is not required to be stamped? 
Mr. VESTAL. I am not prepared to state that reason. . 

Mr. DUl\"'EAR. Does not the gentleman believe that the poor 
man buying 2 quarts should have the same protection under the 
law as the man buying a bushel? . 

Mr. VESTAL. I think you . will find that all these small 
baskets are marked, although they are not required to be 
marked. • 

Mr. DUNBAR. Will the gentleman tell me why they are 
marked if they are not .required to be marked? 

The CHAIRMA.1'{. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. VESTAL. I have an amendment I desire to offer. Some 

question has been raised by different Members whether or not 
the metric system might be employed' ill these different mea ure
ments, and in order to be sure about it I move to stl"ike out 
section 9. 

The CHAIRl\fAL'{. The gentleman from Indiana offer an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment oll'ered by Mr. VESTAL: Page 15, liDe 11, strike out all 

of section 9. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
l\lr. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con

sent to proceed out of order for one minute. 
The CHAIR...'1.AN. The gentleman from Massachu etts asks 

unanimous consent to speak ont of or<ler for one minute. Is 
there objection? • 

There was no objection. 
l\Ir. UNDERHILL. Mr. Chairman, I thought it might in

terest Members of the Hou e to know that arrangements have 
been made whereby the municipal swimming pool, under the 
shadow of the Monument, will be open mornings at 6.3() o'clock, 
and that Members of Congress and their· families can have the 
use of the pool from 6.30 until 7. I advise all to try Jt, as it 
will fit you for the day's work. · 
Th~ Clerk read as follows : 
Sxc. 11. That the Secretary of AgriCtilture shall prescribe such regu

lations as he may find necessary for cnnying into etfect the provisi-Ons 
of this act, and shall cause such extuninations and te ts to be made 
as may be necessary in. order to detennine whether hamp.ers, round 
stave baskets, and splint baskets, or parts thereof, snbject to this act, 
meet its requirements. For aid purposes the authorized officers and 
agents of the Department of Agriculture may- visit factories, stock 
rooms, and other places of business where such hampers, baskets, or 
parts thereof' are manufactured or held for sale or l!ihipment, or ofl'ered 
for sale, may enter cars, -Y-essels, other vehicles. and places under the 
control of carriers engaged in the transp0rtation of such hampers, 
baskets, or- parts thereof, and may take ample ot such hampers, 
baskets, or parts. thereof, the cost of which samples, upon request, 
shall' be paid to- the person entitled. · 

Mr. VESTAL.. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend
ment to the section. On page 16, line 3, after the word " re
quirement," strike out the period and insert a comma, and 
strike out the balance of line 3, lines 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, and the first 
two words on line 10. 

The OHAIRMAl'T. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
Amendment by Mr. VESTAL: Page 16~ line 3, after the word "re

quirement," strike out the- period and insert a comma, and strike out 
the remainder ef line 3, lines 4 to 10, . inclusive, and strike out the 
wo:rds "parts thereof" on line 10. 

Mr. VESTAL: I offer this amendment to take out the qu s
tion of search and seizure. 

Mr. WINGO. That takes out all with reference to search 
and seizure? 

Mr. VESTAL. Yes. 
Mr. WINGO. I commend the gentleman for his amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Indiana. 
The amendment was agx·eed to. 
The Clerk read as follows : 
SEc.13. That sections 6 and 1 ot this act shall become e.!Yective at 

but not before the expiration of one year following the 1st day of 
November next succeeding the passage of this act. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Chail'man, I · ask unanimous coo. ent that 
tbe Clerk have authority to Tenumbe:r the ections. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman fi"om Indiana ks unani
mous consent that the Clerk be authorized to renumber the 
sections. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VESTAL. Mr.· Chairman, I move that the committee 

do now rise and report the bill, with sundry amendments, to 
the House, with the recommendation that the.amendments be 
agreed to and that the bill as a.mended do pass. 

Mr. WINGO. I suggest to the gentleman U1at there wa an 
amendment of mine which the gentleman ae.cepted, and it in,. 
eluded the word " section " and the figure " 5." I suggest that 
the word " section " and the figure " 5 " should be retained. 
and I ask mianimous consent to reinsert the sec?on and figure. 
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The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is informed that it was re

tained. 
The motion of Mr. VESTAL was agreed to; accordingly the 

committee rose, and the Speaker pro tempore [Mr. WALSH] 
having resumed the chair, Mr. HICKS, Chairman of the Com
mittee of the Whole House on the State of the Union, re
ported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7102) to fix standards for hampers, round-stave 
baskets, and splint baskets for fruits and vegetables, apd for 
other purposes, and had directed him to report the same back 
to the House with sundry amendments, with the recommenda
tion that the amendments be agreed to and that the bill as 
amended do pass. 

Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on 
the bill and all amendments to final passage. 

The motion was agreed to, and the previous question was 
ordered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is a separate vote demanded 
on any amendment? If not, the Chair will put them in gross. 

There was no demand for a separate vote. 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the en· 

gros ment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

and was read the third time. 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I move to re

commit the bill with instructions to the committee that it be 
reported back forthwith, with an amendment striking out all 
after the word " thereof," in line 10, page 11, down to and 
including the word " material," at the end of the section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will report the mo
tion to recommit. 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. GARRllTT of Tennessee moves to recommit the bill to the Com

mittee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures, with instructions to that 
coiymittee to report the same back forthwith, with an amendment, 
at i>age 11, line 10, after the word "thereof," to strike out the re· 
mainder of the section. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
to recommit. 

The question was taken ; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. GARRETT of Tennessee and Mr. LoNDON) there were 82 
ayes and no noes. 

So the motion to recommit was agreed to. 
Mr. VESTAL. Mr. Speaker, I report back tbe bill (H. R. 

7102) with the following amendment : 
On page 11, line 10, beginning with the word " each," stl'ike out the 

balance of the section. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 

reports back the bill H. R. 7102, with an amendment, which 
the Clerk will report. • • 

The Clerk read as follows : 
Mr. VESTAL reports the bill back to the House with the following 

amendment: Page 11, line 10, after the word " thereof," strike out the 
balance of section 4. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The questiQn is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question now is on the 

engrossment and third reading of the bill. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, 

and was read the third time. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on the passage 

of the bill. 
The question was taken and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. VESTAL,· a motion to reconsider the vote 

whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
LEAVES OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of .absence was granted to-
Mr. LUCE, on account of illness in his family. 
Mr. APPLEBY, for four legislative days, June 9 to 13, inclu

sive, on account of attending unveiling exercises Princeton 
Battle Monument and the exercises at Rutgers College com
mencement. 

EXTENSION OF BEMABKS. 

Mr. JACOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend and revise my remarks on the Ward sugar resolution. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. RAKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 

revise my remarks upon this bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman has the right 

under the general rules of the House to revise the remarks 
that he has made. If he desires to extend them--

Mr. RAKER. I do not. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under the order previously en

tered into, it is now in order to call the Private Calendar be
ginning where the last call terminated on April 21, 1922. ' 

.ADJOURNMENT. 
Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 

now adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 

37 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
June 9, 1922, at 12 o'clock noon. 

. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 

RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. McFADDEN: Committee on Banking and Currency. 

H. R. 11939. A bill to amend section 5219 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States; without amendment (Rept. No. 
1078). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SINNOTT: Committee on Public Lands. H. R. 11363. 
A bill granting a portion of the rents, royalties, and bonuses 
received from lands within naval peh·oleum reserves to the 
States within the boundaries of which said reserves are lo
cated ; with amendments (Re pt. No. 1079). Referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURRY: Committee on Territories. H. R. 11589. A bill 
to provide for the transfer of the lands and buildings of the 
Federal leprosy investigation station at Kalawao, on the island 
of Molokai, in the Territory of Hawaii, to the Territory of 
Hawaii, and for other purposes; without amendment (Rept. 
No. 1081). Referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. CURRY: Committee on Territories. H. R. 11590. A bill 
to amend sections 34 and 40 of the .organic a'ct of the Territory 
of IIawaii; without amendment (Rept. No. 1082). Referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. ·DENISON: Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com
merce. H. R. 11872. A bill to amend sections 7, 8, and 9 of the 
Panama Canal act; to amend sections 288, 289, 342. 368, and 
461 of the Penal Code of the Canal Zone ; and section 2 of the 
Executive order of July 9, 1914, establishing rules and regula
tions for the opening and navigation of the Panama Canal and 
approaches thereto, including all water under its jurisdiction; 
to amend section 6 of an act entitled "An act extending cer
tain privileges of canal employees to other officials on the 
Canal Zone and authorizing the ·President to make rules and 
regulations affecting health, sanitation, quarantine, taxation, 
public roads, self-propelled vehicles, and police powers on the 
Canal- Zone, and for other purposes, including provision as to 
certain fees, money orders, and interest deposits," approved 
August 21, 1916; and to regulate divorces in the Canal Zone, 
and for other purposes; without amendment ( Rept. ·No. 1083). 
Referred to the Committee of the Whol House on the state of 
the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, 
Mr. McCORMICK: Committee on Indian Affairs. S. 2210. 

An act for the relief of Lucy Paradis; without amendment 
( Rept. No. 1080). Referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House. • 

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
were introduced and severally referred as follows: 

By l\fr. ROSSDALE: A bill (H. R. 11954) to reorga~ize and 
improve the postal service in the city of New York and consoli
date the various separate post offices and postal districts within 
the territory of the city of New York into one postal district, 
which shall consist of five subdivisions similar in terrHorv and 
boundaries to the five boroughs constituting the city 0£ New 
York; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. HAYDEN: A bill (H. R. 11955) to authorize the Sec
retary of the Interior to issue a patent to the University of 
Arizona for 160 acres of land ; to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 11956) to ere-ate a board of ad
justment which shall constitute a wage board and board of 
appeals for employees of navy yards and arsenals and to define 
its pqwers and duties; to the Committee on Labor. 
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PRIVATE BILLS AND RES-OLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills ·and resolutions 

were introduced and severally referred as follows : 
By Mr. BLAND of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 11957) for the 

relief of Edna E. Curtis; to the Committee on Claims. 
By l\fr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 11958) granting a pension 

to Hanna A. Rice; to the Committee on Pensions. · 
By Mr. McARTHUR: A bill (H. R. 11959) granting a pension 

to Clara H. Hollmann ; to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. MOTT: A bill (H. R. 11960) granting a pension to 

Margaret Newell; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. PURNELL: A bill (H. R. 11961) granting an in

crease of pension to Mary C. McCabe; to the Committee on In
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Colorado: A bill (H. R. 11962) granting 
an increase of pension to Charlotte S. N<>rton; to the Oommit-
tee cm Invalid Pensions. · 

By Mr. V ARE: A bill (H. R. ll963) authorizing the Presi
dent to appoint .Anton Lohmiller oo the position and rank c.f 
captain Quartermaster Corps 1in the United States Army; to 
the Committee Qn Military Affairs. 

compulsory Sunday observance bills ; to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

5954. By Mr. RAKER: Petition of Vermont Square Metho
dist Episcopal Church, by Charles D. Lewis, pastor, Of Los 
.Angeles, Calif., urging relief for the Arlnenians; to the Com
mittee on Foreign Affail"s. 

5955. Also, petition of the California Society of the Sons o:t 
the American Revolution, of San Francisco, Calif., protesting 
again~t the reduction of the Army and Navy below the strength 
recommended by the War and Navy Departments; to the Com
mittee on Appropri tions. 

5956. By Mr. RYAN: Resolution relative to the Irish reso
lution introduced by Senator NORRIS relating to the Republic 
of Ireland; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

5957. Also, resolutions adopted by the Greater Boston Chap
ter, Military Order of the World War, urging Congress to sup
port the national defense act ef 1920; to the Committee on Ap
propriations. 

5958. By Mr. TINKHAM: Resolution passed at a meeting of 
the Massachusetts Baracn and Phila.thea Union, pledging its 
unqualified support to all officers, State and National, who 
justly and fearlessly are working for the complete a.bolition of 
the age-long curse of strong drink; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

5959. Also, resolution adopted by the Methodist Episcopal 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid Church, Boston Area, Malden, Mass., expressing to President 

on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: Harding the appreciation of its members for the adequate en-

PETITIONS, ETC. 

5942. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of North] forcrenient ot the eighteenth amendment a.nd hoping that he will 
Indiana Conference of the Methodist Episcopal Church, repre- use all the power at his command to prevent interference with 
senting a membership of 91,866, in support of the constitutional the impartial and strict enforcement 'Of the Volstead Act; to 
amendment to prohibit sectarian appropriations, House Joint the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Resolution 159; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5943. Also (by request), petition of Presbytery of Fort 
Wayne, Ind., of the Presbyterian Church in the United States, 
representing mempership of 6,392, in support of the eonstltu
tional amendment to prohibit sectarian appropriations, House 
Joint Resolution 159; to the Committee on the Judiciary .. 

5944. Also (by request), resolution of the Berkshire {Mass.) 
Baptist Association, representing 3,582 melnbers, in S'OPl>Ort of 
the constitutional amendment to prohibit .sectarian appropria
tions, House J-0int Resolution 159; to the C~mmittee on the 
Judiciary. 

5945. Also (by request), resolution of the Presbytery of Port
land, Oreg.., of the Presbyterian Church in the United States, 
representing a membership of 8,096, in snpp()rt of the constitu
tional amendment to prohibit sectarian appropriatfons, House 
Joint Resolufi-On 159; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5946. Also (by request), resolution af the Presbytery of Ka
lispell, Mont., of the Presbyterian (JJJ.urch in the United States; 
r presetiting a membership of 929, in support of the consti
tutional amendment to probibit sectarian appropriations, 
House Joint Res-olution 159 ; to the Committee on the Judi
ciary. 

5947. Also (by request), resolution of the Presbytery of Lar
amie, Wyo., of the esbyterian Church in the United States, 
representing a membership of 473, in support of the constitu
tional amendment to prohibit sectarian appropriations, House 
Joint Resolution 159; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5948. Also (by request), re olution of the Presbytery of Man
kato, l\llnn., of the Presbyterian Church in the United States, 
representing a membership of more than 5,000, .in support of 
the constitutional amendment to prohibit sectarian appropria
tions, House Joint Resolution 159 ; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

5949. Also (by request), resolution of the 9I>resbytery of 
Olympia, Wash., of the' Presbyterian . Church in the United 
States, representing a membership of S,801, in support of the 
constitutional amendment to prohibit sectarian appropriations, 
House Joint Resolution 159; to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5950. By Mr. FROTHINGHAM: Resolution adopted at the 
one hundred and twenty-sixth session of the New England Con
ference of the Methodist Episcopal Church by the pastors ex
pressing to President Harding their appreciation of the sym
pathy he has expressed for the adequate enforcement of the 
eighteenth .amendment and that he prevent interference with 
the impartial and strict enforcement of · the Volst.ead Act; to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

5951. By Mr. KISSEL: Petition of R. Herandez Usera, 
Madrid, Spain, regarding Porto Rico ; to the Committee on For-
eign Affairs. · 

5952. Also, petitlon of William Wallace Brauer, Washington, 
D. C., regarding credit to Europe; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

5953. By Mr. LEA of California : Petition signed by 199 citl
LZens of Oakland, Calif., protesting against the enactment of 

SENATE. 
FRIDAY, June 9, 19£2. • 

(Legislative day of Thursday, .April 20, 192~.) 

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration of the 
recess. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. President, I suggest the absen<!e of a 
quorum. 

The VICE PRES:.{DENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
The reading clerk called the roll, and the following Senators 

answered to their names: • 
Ashtrrst Gla..ss McKinley Simmons 
Ball Gooding McNary Smith 
Borah Hale Myers Smoot 
Brandegee Harris Nelson Spencer 
Br~sard Harrison Newberry Ster.ling 
Cald~r Heflin · Nicholson Sutherland 
Cameron Johnson Oddie 'Swanson 
Capper Jones, N. Mex. Overman Townsend 
Culberson ..Ton &,, Wash. Page Underwood 
Cummins Kellogg Phipps Wadsworth 
Cnl'tis Kendrick Pittman Walsh, Ma s. 
Dial Keyes Poindexter Warren 
Dillingham King Pomerene Watson, Ga. 
Elkins La Follette Rawson Wat on, Ind. 
Fernald McCormick Robinson Wil1iams 
Gerry McCumber Sheppard Willis 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I desire to state that the Senator froni 
Florida {Mr. FLETcHER] is detained by illness. I ask that this 
announcement may stand for the day. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. Sixty-four Senators have answered 
to their names. A quorum is present. 

PUBLrCITY FUND OF FEDERAL RESERVE BOARD. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi
cation from the govern.or of the Federal Reserve Board, trans
mitting in response to ·senate Resoluti-On 302, agreed to June 7, 
1922 c~rtain information relative to publicity funds, etc., which 
was 'referred to the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

PETITIONS. 

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate resolutions 
adopted by the Travelers' Protective Association of America, at 
Atlantic City, N. J., favoring the enactment of legislation 
amending the transportation a.et of 1920, so as to reinvest 
State commissions with power to regulate intrastate transpor
tation systems, which were referred to the Committee on Inter-
state Commeree. · 

Mr. WILLIS presented a resolution of th~ Cincinnati (Ohio) 
Chamber of Commerce, fa voting the passage of Hottse bill 9446, 
providing for the incorporation of the American Institute of 
Accountants, which was referred to the Oom:mittee on the 
Judiciary. 

He also p.resented a resolution adopted by the board of direc
tors of the Bankers' Association for Foreign Trade, at Phila
delphia, Pa., favoring the enactment of legislation grantinz a 
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